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POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 


To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
compromise of any kind. 


THE LAST WORDS OF ITS FOUNDRESS. 


‘*To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 


WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 


surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 


diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small but in- 
fluential body of men, who must be carefully distinguished 
from doctors, few of whom have any acquaintance 
with it. 


views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 
“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 
Autobiography of F. P. COBBR, 
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MY AMERICAN TOUR. 


By: WALTER R. HADWEN, 


[« my anti-vivisection adventures 
in the United States in time for the 
next issue of the ABOLITIONIST, but 
can only remark now upon one or two 
features. In a few days’ time I shall 
leave California, where I shall have 


spent a month, and shall proceed to 


ton D.C., Baltimore, Philadelphia, 


Boston and New York. 
pe: Vater oh My journey to California from New 
York was broken at Montreal, 
Toronto, Chicago, Minneapolis, St. Paul’s, Spokane, 


Seattle, Vancouver and Victoria. In San Francisco, to 


work the North of California, I stayed ten days, and the | 


remainder of the time I have been in the South. I leit 
England on September 13 
over the great Continent for a period of eight weeks. 
I-xcept when travelling, I have been lecturing or debating 


practically every day. 


HOPE to write a detailed account | 


Salt Lake City, St. Louis, Washing- | 


and have, so far, been travelling | 


_ their position. 


M.D., J.P. 
The medical profession, during my present visit, has 
| been much more active than on my last visit. They 


seemed to think it imperative that they should defend 
The stages of contempt and ridicule 
having passed, the hour had arrived to meet me face to 
face, and except in two or three instances they did so, 
When they did not meet me openly, a fair number 
invariably came to listen. 

In the open debates, I was for the most part treated 
with vulgar discourtesy. I was perfectly amazed that 
members of a profession claiming honour and gentility 
as its very soul could degrade themselves below the level 
of East End hooligans. The example was set by the 
Journal of the American Medical Association, which 
published a scurrilous editorial directly after I arrived 
on American soil, and it was echoed by the ill-bred rank 
and file in most of the places I visited. One doctor went 
so far that I seriously contemplated a libel action. Even 
leading surgeons in large cities descended to tactics that 
are rarely employed in England except by those whom 


' to notice would be folly — although I am bound to 


142 


The Abolitionist. 


DECEMBER 1, 1922. 


say their conduct has never been as bad as that which 
I experienced from my medical colleagues at home in 
the early days of the vaccination struggle. 

However, I treated every fool according to his folly, 
and never failed in maintaining my own equilibrium. I 
have had sufficient experience in public life to recognize 
such behaviour as a sign of weakness, and I knew that it 
would recoil upon their own heads. 

With two exceptions, bad, irresponsible school-boy 
rowdyism was the characteristic of all the medical men 
I met in public—and I have met scores. The two excep- 
tions were Dr. Holmes, Professor of Zoology at the 
University of California, with whom I debated in the 
great Auditorium of Berkeley, and Dr. Irving Bantock, 
with whom I debated in Los Angeles—each represented 
the Medical Association of his centre. In Montreal, 
Canada, the medical opponents—about a dozen of whom 
took part—behaved particularly badly; but I think the 
worst of all were the Professors of Stanford University. 
One editor took the latter severely to task and in a long 
leading article, headed in bold type ‘‘ Medical Men did 


more harm to their own cause than to Anti-vivisection,”” 


he reprimanded them for “failing to keep on the high 
plane of civilized discussion upon which Dr. Hadwen 
stayed throughout.” 

But the public saw through the weakness of all this. 
They saw that my arguments were never answered and 
that my opponents’ bombastic claims were never sup- 
ported by evidence, and I have had the public with me 
wherever I have been; every meeting, without exception, 
has been crowned with success and enthusiasm, even 
where medical men formed a considerable part of the 
audiences. The kindness, the welcome and hospitality 
I have received have been beyond all expression of grati- 
tude on my part. 

The public press has been particularly fair in most 
places. There have been but few exceptions. My first 
visitors, after arriving at my hotel have usually been the 
ubiquitouss interviewers. They did their work well as a 
rule, but anything of a sensational nature—such as my 
opinion on the insertion of interstitial glands for the 
purpose of rejuvenation, or my attacks on the new regula- 
tion for inoculating every dog with rabies, or my expres- 
sions of contempt for the germ theory of disease—was 
always preferred and was certain to be given enormous 
headlines and the most racy rendering by the reporter. 

My immediate object in coming over to America was 
to help our stalwart Californian friends in their fight 
for the prohibition of vivisection. Every voter in the 
State (which is larger than the whole United Kingdom) 
is being appealed to directly in a Referendum. Medical 
officials of every description, including the vivisectors, 
are fighting for their position and—their bread and butter. 
The Universities, the monster Insurance Societies and the 
Serum and Vaccine Manufacturers have united in a solid 
body to smash our agitation, and vast sums of money 


have been let loose for the purpose. The students of the 
Universities (the University of California alone has 
12,000) have been sent out to canvass from house to house ; 
and to encourage them, the time spent on this job has been 
counted as class-time! The San Franciscan Society has 
protested, as representing taxpayers and ratepayers who 
support these Universities, against their meddling 
officially in this way with a political subject. 

It will be seen that the odds against our friends are 
enormous, and it is a physical impossibility for them to 
reach everybody. It would need immense funds for 
literature and propaganda which they do not possess, 
and they simply cannot reach the vast outlying agricul- 
tural counties where the enemy’s literature is going, 
although the best has been done that could be done in 
that direction. The vivisectionists are making a special 
appeal to agriculturists, telling them that unless they 
throw out our Bill, their canning industry will be ruined 
and their animals will die of hog cholera, anthrax, and 
all manner of diseases. They are, in fact, taking every 
possible mean advantage of selfish interests, with utter 
indifference to truth. 

The heads of the Universities have issued an officially- 
signed manifesto of considerable length making the most 
prodigious claims. In addressing several hundreds of 
members of the Los Angeles Rotary Club this afternoon 
(November 4), I stigmatized this document as “‘a tissue of 
the most deplorable falsehoods I had ever read in my 
life, without one redeeming feature of truth in it from 
beginning to end,” and I challenged any medical man to 
justify one statement in it.. A medical man did attempt 
to do so in a wild speech in which he simply repeated 
the claims, to the amusement of practically everyone 
present. 

As a medical speaker my own fight is single-handed 
against these hosts, but I have been stalwartly supported 
throughout the State by as fine a set of zealous and 
intellectual men and women (headed by the fearless 
President, Mrs. Rosemonde Rae Wright) as ever buckled 
armour. One hardly dares to hope for victory this 
time, in view of the tremendous odds, for it must be 
remembered that every person in the States, male and 
female (except the Indians), has a vote; no qualification 
is needed beyond that of being 21 years of age, hence we 
have to reckon with the Universities and their friends, 
combined with huge vested interests of all descriptions. 

But in any case, I believe the Californian heroes and 
heroines will give a good account of themselves when 
the testing hour arrives*. Their work is characterized 
by unselfishness, in contrast to the selfish interests 
arrayed against them. They are calm and determined. 
Defeat will not depress them an instant; it will only 
stimulate them to greater efforts until the battle against 
scientific cruelty and educated ignorance is finally won. 


* We have just heard that the Bill was defeated. The vested 
interests triumphed this time.—EpD. ABOLITIONIST. 
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BEHIND THE “OPEN DOOR.’ 


Revolting Cruelties in American Laboratories. 
By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


S related in our last 
issue, the Rockefeller 
Institute and many 
other dens of infamy 
in the United States 
have decided to grant 
an “‘Open Door” to 
their Vivisection Lab- 
oratories to approved 
representatives — of 
Humane Societies, pro- 
viding previous notice 
be given. Some of the 
laboratories are willing 
to grant the ‘Open 
Door” at any time. The 

allows time to get ready; the “‘any 
time’? does not preclude a bar to places where visitors 
are not wanted. 

There are some things which visitors are not likely 
to see; there are some which, if they see, they will not 
understand. The following series of experiments which 
took place at the Sheffield Laboratory of Physiological 
Chemistry, Yale University, may come under either 
head. They are published in the American Journal of 
Physiology for 1917. 

The object of the research was to produce in dogs a 
diseased condition closely resembling human pellagra— 
a condition well known to be due to deficiency in certain 
dietary requisites, but which, no doubt, is considerably 
accelerated by other conditions under which the natives 
who suffer from them live. The vivisectors admit, in 
starting, that: 


“To give any clear and succinct clinical description of a disease 
like pellagra is beset with no little difficulty. The malady is so 
protean in its manifestations and often so varied in its evolutions 
as to make a clear and logical description of it by no means easy. 


If the disease be so complex in the human subject, 
surely little scientific evidence in régard to it could be 
obtained by attempts to produce it in a creature of such 
entirely different anatomical and physiological structure 
as the dog, and seeing that there is ample human 
‘“‘material’’ upon which to conduct researches without 
resort to animals, it passes comprehension why such 
investigations as these were conceived. As will be seen, 
nothing whatever was gained by them. 

THOSE ‘‘PAINLESS” EXPERIMENTS. 

The description of the experiments occupies 53 closely 
printed octavo pages and they must have extended over 
many months. It will be said by the apologists that no 
anesthetics were needed, that no “‘pain”’ was inflicted, 
and that it was only a question of experimental feeding. 
We shall see. 

A dog is termed an ‘‘omnivorous”’ feeder. That is its 
status under “civilized”? conditions: by natur& it’ is 
carnivorous, and its role is that of a scavenger. I know 
of cases where, from puppyhood, dogs have been fed 
upon a purely vegetarian, fleshless diet and they have 
thriven upon it and lived to a good old age; but 
all dogs crave for flesh meat, and after having been 
accustomed to it they do not, as a rule, get on well 


“ previous notice” 


without some addition of flesh or bone to their dietary. 
Messrs. Russell H. Chittenden and Frank P. Underhill, 
who conducted these researches, received grants for the 
purpose from the Carnegie Institution of Washington, 
but they do not seem to understand dogs, and their 
investigations appear to have been conducted without 
any precise reasoning from the animals’ view-point. 
The dogs appear to have had a certain amount of exercise, 
within a confined area; but their imprisonment under 
artificial conditions would not add to the value of the 
professors’ conclusions. They were, in practically every 
case, in “‘splendid nutritive condition”? when the experi- 
ments began, but their enforced separation from happy 
homes and friends (which was no doubt the case in every 
instance—the dogstealer does not care and the American 
vivisector asks no questions) would, in the case of 
affectionate creatures, create an additional fallacy. 


RESULTS OF WRONG FEEDING. 


The chief dietary of the animals consisted of boiled 
peas, cracker meal and cotton seed oil, which ingredients 
were usually reduced to about one-third in quantity 
after a short period, for the usual course was that the 
animal after a time refused its food. If found swarming 
with fleas (as was frequently the case) the dogs were 
bathed and treated with a germicide, but getting rid of 
fleas made no difference in the results. The weight of 
the animal gradually became reduced until it was killed 
or itdied. The researchers give at the outset a very good 
summary of the conditions which practically cover the 
history of all the cases, as follows :— 

“The onset of the pathological symptoms is generally very 
sudden. Usually the first abnormal manifestation is a refusal 
to eat, and examination will reveal nothing to account for the 
loss of appetite. The animal lies quietly in its pen and is apathetic. 
After continued refusal to eat for a day or two, the mouth of the 
dog will present a peculiar and characteristic appearance. The 
inner surface of the cheeks and lips and the edges of the tongue 
are so covered with pustules as to give the impression of a mass of 
rotten flesh. The odour from these tissues is foul and almost 
unbearable. When stroked with absorbent cotton the mucous 
lining of the mouth comes away in shreds. Intense salivation is 
present. The teeth appear to be solid and normal. A _ bloody 
diarrhcea is present, attempts at defecation being very frequent 
and resulting in the passage of little more than a bloody fluid of 
foul odour. In some cases the thorax [chest] and upper part of 
the abdomen may contain many pustules half an inch in diameter 
which are filled with pus organisms. No other skin lesions are 
prominent. Death usually results without any particularly 
striking features. 

One animal apparently in the best of health was seized with a 
convulsion and died ina short time. Another developed the same 
type of convulsions, but lingered for a period of a day, during 
which convulsions occurred every five or six minutes. In the 
earlier part of this period, the animal exhibited a blind, staggering 
gait, and would run her nose into the wall as though she could 
not see it. The left eye was closed and twitching, and the left 
legs were not under complete control, the toes being doubled up. 
The right side seemed normal. During the latter part of the day 
the dog lay in a state that appeared to be a mild continuous spasm. 
A third dog showed a single convulsion as the initial symptom, 
and on the following day the characteristic foul mouth and bloody 
diarrhcea were in evidence. 

At autopsy two types of conditions are recognizable. In the 
animals presenting foul mouth and bloody diarrhoea the chief 
interest centres in the lower bowel and rectum, which exhibit an 
intense hemorrhagic appearance. With those animals dying 
rapidly from convulsions the only visible abnormality of the 
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alimentary tract is the presence in the duodenum of one or more | group of hitherto unrecognized but essential components of an 


large ulcers.” : } ‘ 
Then follow particulars in detail of each dog experi- 
mented upon. In the course of them we read statements 


6 


such as these :— 


do so apparently caused pain, for when fed meat broth 
with a spoon it was greedily devoured. . vomiting 
occurred. The vomitus was very slimy and contained 
small patches of mucous membrane . The mouth, 
just within the lips, appeared to be almost in a state of 
putrefaction.”’ 

Another case is introduced as 
of mixed breed in excellent condition.”’ 
time “‘diarrhceal and bloody stools . all food was 
refused and the animal appeared very ill. She lay in 
her cage and hardly responded when called, a most 
unnatural occurrence, since she was the most active of 
all the group of dogs.” 

SLOWLY TORTURED TO DEATH. 

Another was a short-haired full-grown mongrel. 


‘ 


‘a full-grown bull dog 
In a month’s 


‘Intense salivation was present and upon | 


lightly stroking, sheets of mucous membrane were peeled | . @. /. : : 
off The aon the animal refused to eat was that to. a aeatant of all this suffering upon innocent, helpless 
; _ dogs: 


adequate diet. 

“In the essential features the pathological manifestations 
described in this investigation closely resemble those which may 
be observed in human pellagra.” 


And, pray, is anyone the wiser for the deliberate 


To give dogs a most unsuitable diet in order to 
produce bloody diarrhcea, putrefaction of the mouth and 
intestines, delirium, and death—that is, symptoms similar 
to those of-pellagra, which, in the humans who suffer 
therefrom, is never produced by such a diet—is folly run to 
seed. It is very difficult indeed to discover what lessons 
these men expected to draw from these barbarous cruelties. 
One thing is perfectly certain, no lesson was drawn 


_ except that which points to the stupidity and callousness 


of vivisectors. If they wanted to know how to feed dogs, 
any old negro in Washington could have told them, and 
there are fifty ways of producing similar results to those 


_ they adopted, if, in their opinion, it was necessary to the 


Ses Hl 


was no longer active and playful, but lay quietly or | 


moved about slowly and with drooping ears and tail . 
diarrhoea much worse . . . weight fell 
. mouth of dog in very foul condition . 
occurred; next day animal found dead.” 
This is the dreary repetition in practically every case 
of nine unfortunate animals, whose happy lives were 


. vomiting 


considerably | 


blighted with suffering, slowly tortured to death by idiotic | 
methods of feeding which any man who loved a dog | 


would be ashamed to adopt. 

It then occurred to these investigators to test two 
sets of animals to see the effects. One set was deprived 
gradually of meat, and in the other set the diet was 
suddenly changed from meat to vegetable. This experi- 
ment presents much the same wretched story as before. 

It is summarized by the authors as follows :— 

“It is obvious that dogs do not thrive when fed for even relatively 
short periods on the vegetable diet selected. 
diet is positively injurious . . . The normal condition can be 
re-established by the addition of meat to the dietary . . . 
of dogs to thrive upon the selected vegetable diet must therefore 
be ascribed to the character of the food. It appears immaterial 
whether the transition from a diet containing meat to one of vege- 
table origin is sudden or gradual. The final outcome is the same 
in both cases.” 

Could anything be more inane? The man in the street 
would say: ‘‘What did you want to give them that diet 
for? Any fool who kept a dog would know what would 
happen.”’ 

Nevertheless, more and more dogs were used; some were 
given large quantities of boiled peas and some smaller 
quantities, and it was found that they lived longer on 
a larger quantity than on a smaller! 

THE IMAGINARY VITAMIN. 


Then the experimenters replaced part of the boiled | 
peas with casein, but found that the dogs did better on | 
boiled peas only; so they tell us in italics that boiled - 


peas must have “furnished more of an unknown substance 
or substances essential to life’’! 

More and more dogs came within their grip, and the 
final conclusion of all this torture and suffering—and 
expense—is summarized by these vivisectors as follows :— 

“Dogs fed upon a diet consisting of (boiled) dried peas, cracker 
meal, cotton seed oil or lard, rapidly develop symptoms indicating 
abnormal nutrition. This condition eventually terminates in 
pg ae the facts enumerated the conclusion seems tenable that 
the abnormal state may be referred to a deficiency of some essential 
dietary constituent or constituents, presumably belonging to the 


advancement of science to perpetrate these shameless 
and insulting torments upon animals more deserving of 
respect than themselves. 

TERRIFYING CATS. 

In the same issue with the publication of the foregoing, 
appears an article by W. E. Burge and E. L. Burge 
upon investigations they had made at the Physiological 
Laboratory of the University of Illinois on “‘The Effect 
of the Emotions on the catalase content of the Liver.” 

In their preliminary remarks, these writers draw - 
attention to the effect which emotion has upon the interna] 
and external secretions as recorded by observers such as 
Spallanzani, Beaumont, Richct and others. Pawiow, 
we are told, afforded us the most exact knowledge, as he 
showed (by the atrocious experiments on dogs with which 
we are well acquainted) that pleasurable emotions aroused 


_ by the sight, smell and taste of appetizing food produced 
a flow of the digestive juices, while such emotions as pain, 


| anger and fear stopped the flow. 
Moreover, such a | been shown by Beaumont long before, in the case of 
| Alexis St. Martin.) 


Failure | 


(The same thing had 


They might have quoted a much 
earlier student of human nature if they had turned to 
Shakespeare’s Henry VIII., where His Majesty comes 
into his ante-chamber to interview Cardinal Wolsey in 
the early morning and handing him some documents 
says to the unhappy Cardinal (Henry VIII., Act III., 
Se. II.) :— 

“Read over this; 

“And after this: and then to breakfast, with what appetite you 
have.” 

Different writers have drawn attention to different 
organs affected similarly—there is scarcely an organ of 
the body which is not affected by the emotions. We all 
knew the fact without torturing animals for the purpose 


_ of demonstrating it “scientifically.” 


These writers—Messrs. W. E. and E. L. Burge—were 
anxious to show that the liver shares in the general 
emotional condition, although that too is a somewhat 
ancient fact, for as far back as history goes, the liver 
was believed to be the seat of anger, and in fact in an 
Old Testament scripture (Lam. ii., 11)—‘My liver is 
poured upon the earth’’—the name of that organ is used 
as being synonymous with anger. I have myself seen 
the face of a medical student completely jaundiced in 
the course of one night from sheer fright in view of the 
next day’s examination. 

But vivisectors must prove the fact “‘scientifically”’ ; 
so they tell us:— 


‘“‘The animals used were cats. We were fortunate 
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in being able to obtain from one home ten young cats, 
each about three months old, that had lived under 
practically the same conditions. Fortunately also 
there was in our possession a dog with a particu - 
larly strong dislike for cats. Five of the young cats 
were placed in a small cage made of strong, fine meshed 
wire and the dog was turned loose and permitted to 
bark and bite at the cats in the cage for one hour a day 
for two consecutive days. All the young cats showed 
fight and great excitement under these conditions. 

At the end of the frightening process on the second day 

the cats were etherized and the blood vessels of the 

livers washed with large quantities of salt solution 
until they were free of blood.” 

Then follows a very elaborate account of the differences 
in the amount of oxygen liberated by the livers of the 
five fighting (or frightened) cats compared with that of 
the five normal cats—it was nearly dovbled in amount. 

But even these barbarous experiments could not 
satisfy the researchers. They wished to know the 
“mechanism by which the fighting emotions cause the 
increase.” They think “it is quite likely that it is 


similar to the mechanism for the other secretions,’ but 
this must, of course, be scientifically demonstrated, and 
we are told ‘“‘further work is necessary to establish their 
assumption.”’ So additional torture of some kind or 
other was resorted to, and as ‘‘Christians must die to 
make a Roman holiday,” so dogs and cats must be 
tortured to find pastime and emoluments for physio- 
logists. 

In addition to the work on cats, these enterprising 
vivisectors tried the effect on dogs, by running them 
for ten miles a day on two cors:>cutive days at the back 
of a motor car, and they found, as in the cats, that ‘“‘the 
catalase of the livers was increased to about 40 per cent.” 
But, they remark, ‘“‘Since only four dogs were used in 
these experiments, two for control and two for exercise, 
further work on this problem would seem desirable.” 

Number, I suppose, may increase the percentage! 
Such is the insatiability of the vivisector in his dreadful 
scheme of materialism. 

Further revelations of cruelty in the American labora- 
tories, of which so fair a picture is painted by Mr. Ernest 
Harold Baynes, will follow next month. 


Ghe General Clection. 


T is not our province to comment upon the political 
| pee involved in the general election. We always 

face a new Parliament with the hope that so far 
as the interests of our Cause are concerned, it may prove 
better than the one that preceded it. Following our 
usual plan, we left our Branches to canvass in their own 
districts, and only addressed direct inquiries from head- 
quarters to candidates in the London area. We received 
many encouraging replies to our two-fold query; whether 
they would support (1) a Bill for the Abolition of Vivi- 
section, or (2) a Bill to prevent public money being spent 
upon animal experimentation? In one constituency, 
the answers of all three candidates were favourable. 

The Branches framed their own questions, and very 
admirable some of them were. Thus our Darlington 
Branch put the definite inquiry :— 

Will you oppose the spending of the tax-payer’s money on the 
production or storage of vaccines and anti-toxins, and on inocula- 
tion against disease ? 

Our supporters were of all parties, and we had some 
pleasant surprises—as, for instance, when one candidate, 
a London barrister, declared himself whole-heartedly 
for abolition, attributing his attitude largely to the 
influence of his father, a doctor. Incidents of this kind 
suggest that the number of those who, unknown to us, 
have long supported our views must be considerable. 

The anxiety that the member elected for Cambridge 
University should be one who would ‘‘ put up a really 
strenuous opposition ’’ to anti-vivisection, which dis- 
played itself im a correspondence in the Morning Post and 


locally, was a cheering sign that we are now a force to be 
reckoned with. 

One or two candidates had evidently been confused by 
requests to promise support to the Bill of the National 
Anti-vivisection Society; and instead of replying to our 
very plain questions, volunteered the statement that they 
would agree to the use of anesthetics during all operations 
upon animals, in the presence of an inspector. 

As might be expected, the whole question of the cruelty 
of inoculations, described by the late Dr. George Wilson 
as ‘“‘ long-drawn-out agony,” was ignored in these answers. 


_ It is greatly to be regretted that any assistance should be 


given, by suggestion, to the false idea that vivisection is 
merely a matter of operations—that, as Sir Victor Horsley 
affirmed, ‘“‘it is the whole stock-in-trade of the anti- 
vivisectionists that cutting operations are done in this 
country without anesthetics.” It is only a fractional 
part of vivisection that is concerned with anesthetics. 
Some of our opponents were not content with replying 
no” to our questions, but gratuitously added an insult 
by innuendo, pluming themselves upon their “great love 
for animals, but greater love for human beings.” These 
sentimentalists are evidently as ignorant of what anti- 
vivisection stands for as was the late Sir Victor Horsley. 
They have probably been misled by silly newspaper 
paragraphs which assume that anyone who wishes to 
protect animals must necessarily love them, and even 
prefer them to the human race—which shows that a 
principle is not easily recognised by politicians. 
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UR Autumn “Social” was held on November 9 
On the Lounge, Caxton Hall. The Lord Mayor’s 
Show and consequent congestion of traffic somewhat 
affected the attendance, which was not so large as usual, 
though the room was well filled. Mr. Heys-Jones presided. 
The short concert was supplied by Miss P. Macfarren 
and Miss Maye (pianistes), Miss Isabelle Mitchell (vocalist) 
and Miss Chance, who gave a humourous recitation in 
character. To these ladies we owe very grateful thanks. 


Our Autumn Social. 


Mr. Maurice Toms spoke on “‘Some Experiences in 
Propaganda’”’ and Miss Kidd gave a short account of 
Dr. Hadwen’s work in America; after which an inter- 
esting discussion took place, among those taking part 
being Mrs. Abel, Rev. C. Bayliss, Mr. G. C. Cope, Mr. 
de Vere Summers and Mr. Sutton. Mrs. Hayburn, Miss 


_ F.M. Kidd and Mrs. Pater presided at the literature table, 


| 
| 


and tea was served with the aid of many willing helpers. 
The next Social will be held in February. 
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A MANUFACTURED SMALLPOX SCARE. 


Business Men Protest. 


(The following Article would have been published in our October issue, but for two months it has been crowded out. 


Perhaps the subject with which it deals will prove more interesting at the present tim2 


a smallpox scare has been worked up in this country. 


; for, since tt has been in print, 


We do not allege that all the circunstantes ave identical, ful we 


do emphatically declare that the facts of the tiny outbreak of smallpox in London, where the disease has picked out a 
Public Vaccinator as one of its victims, and only the vaccinated have died, are not such as could justify any scare.) 


MATE. Bridgeport Post, U.S.A., of July 7, 
1922, had a leader on ‘Epidemic 
Scares,”’ giving as an instance a flagrant 
case of what looks very much like 
deliberate medical misrepresentation for 
thesakeofvaccinationfees. Theinterest- 
ing factor in the case is that this scare 
has not VSI by anti -vaccinationists, but by the 
Advertisers’ Protective Bureau, in the interests of the 
business of Kansas City, where an epidemic was alleged 
to exist. Ina circular which this Bureau issued, it thus 
described its object ; 

It is the policy of this Bureau to deal only in facts. This policy 
underlies the Bureau’s work as a quasi-public institution in its 
mission of suppressing, for the benefit of the public, fraudulent and 
misleading advertising or publicity. 

Its established policy of gathering facts and reliable information 
has guided the Bureau in endeavouring to ferret out the causes 
underlying the declaration of the existence of a smallpox epidemic 
] fall. a 
“While the medical interests of Kansas City were busily endeavour- 
ing to cope with the sudden big demand for vaccination and pre- 
ventive treatment, and while the public generally was hovering 
between fear and terror as to the extent of the scourge, the business 
interests of Kansas City were struck a blight as serious as it was 
sudden. 

What was it all about? The fact is that the health of 
the city had been unusually good. During the months 
of February, March and April, 1921, there was an average 
of 115-6 cases of smallpox per month, but no ‘“‘epidemic”’ 
had been declared to exist. In November there were 
213 cases, but this only balanced the intermediate months, 
in which the cases were very few indeed, only five being 
reported in July. Moreover, the scare was started in 
the beginning of November, when the figures can hardly 
have reached even a normal figure for the colder part of 
the year. When the “epidemic” was once believed to 
exist, it is not unlikely that some cases which, in the 
absence of the scare, would have been classified otherwise, 
went to swell the total. But even if there were 213 
genuine cases during the whole of November, that number 
was nothing unusual for the locality, being only one out 
of every 1,523 persons. 

The ‘‘ Recommendations” made by the Jackson County 
Medical Society to the Hospital and Health Board form 
amusing reading, and give an accurate idea of how the 
scare was created. It is to be noted that they were framed 
very early in the month. 

AN EPIDEMIC TO ORDER. 

Here are some of them: 

“Motion made and seconded that a recommendation be made 
by this committee to the Board of Health that an epidemic of small- 
pox be declared to exist in the city at the present time. (Italics ours.) 

Moved and seconded that all employees and employers of all 
industries, department stores, public buildings, hospitals, moving 
picture shows, theatres, hotels and rooming ‘houses be vaccinated 
at once, or show to the satisfaction of the Board of Health that 
they have had a successful vaccination. 

Moved and seconded that all employees of restaurants, cafeterias, 
hotels, and all persons handling food products of any kind and all 
vendors of any articles serving the public, be vaccinated at once 
unless they can show a successful vaccination scar. 


Moved and seconded that a day be set aside this coming week to 
be termed VACCINATION DAY, at which physicians will be 
stationed at every public school, public building, hospital, clinic 
and dispensary of the city to vaccinate free of charge everyone 
applying there for vaccination, adult or child. 

Further recommended that the above motion be given wide 
publicity, and further recommended that Saturday, November 12, 
be the day set aside for this vaccination. 

Further recommended that placards be placed in all public 
places, street cars, drug stores, etc., giving publicity to the fact 
that quarantine is not a preventive of smallpox, but vaccination 
is, and urging the absolute necessity of vaccination for everyone. ” 

Orders were sent (on November 7) to the Schools that 
every scholar must be vaccinated. Says the circular of 
the Advertisers’ Protective Bureau: 

The facts seem to be that health conditions just before the 
“epidemic” were favourable, from the less than 50 per cent. 
hospital attendance, the small list of contagious cases on record 
at the health office (see ist) and the fact that Dr. E. H. Bullock, 
health officer, felt the time opportune to take his annual vacation. 
We learned also that medical practitioners had fewer cases, and 
were not overrun with calls. 


LUCKY FOR DOCTORS ONLY. 

The sudden calling of the epidemic and the attendant publicity 
changed all this. Every medical practitioner in the city found 
his hands full with vaccinating patients, both at the office and in 
the homes. Unofficial estimates place the number of paid vac- 
cinations (as distinguished from free vaccinations of school children 
and at health centres) at 200,000, for which it is alleged fees 
ranging from 25 cents. up to $5.00 each were charged. An 
estimated average fee of $2.50 would yield an aggregate of one-half 
million dollars expended by the public of Kansas City during 
this period for vaccination alone. 

Besides the vaccination expenditure many people suffered from 
the after-effects of vaccination, some of them severely. For these, 
medical attention was required, in some instances over a period of 
months, with added expenditure. Besides, there were numbers 
who from reading of the epidemic, imagined they had the symp- 


| toms of smallpox and desired medical advice, which added to the 


cost. This phase need not be entered into at length, the above 
outline being, we believe, sufficient to emphasise our point. 


Meanwhile, the position of everybody but these lucky 


doctors was very unfortunate. 

Merchants who had been hopefully anticipating a satisfactory holli- 
day business following the general slackening of the summer, sudden- 
ly saw their expectations go glimmering, but patriotically swallowed 
their losses and co-operated fully with the movement to eliminate 
what seemed to them a raging smallpox epidemic. 

An investigation undertaken by the Bureau resulted in 


the discovery that, about the same time, other places 


were suffering far more heavily from smallpox proportion- 


ately to the population, than Kansas City, without any 
“epidemic” being ‘“‘declared to exist!” 

To prevent a recurrence of the event, the Bureau, while 
‘““emphasising its belief in and insistence upon thorough 
precautionary measures of all kinds to protect our citizens 
against the inception and spread of contagious disease,” 
nevertheless thought it necessary to advise “‘that the Health 
Board should add to its co-operative agencies an advisory 
committee of carefully selected business executives 
drawn from the various lines of business, for counsel in 
emergencies which affect the public health and welfare,” 
who would determine together when any diseases had 
reached alarming proportions, and also determine what 
public precautions might be taken. 
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ANTI-ANIMAL FANATICS. 


UR opponents are apt to 
pour great contempt upon 
the lovers of animals who 
treat their domestic pets 
almost as if they were 
children. We have never 
held a brief for the fanat- 
ical animal lover, who 
ignores the claims of 
human beings; and we 
have denounced in no un- 
certain terms the senti- 
mental fashionable lady, 
who dresses up her dogs 
and cats—or, with equal zest, any bizarre animal that 
she can make a “‘pet’’ of—in silks, satins and jewellery, 
and who, with the cruelty that she mistakes for kindness, 
deprives them of exercise and feeds them to excess upon 
delicacies unsuited to their constitution. But the 
eccentricities of a few “‘animal lovers’’ pale into insig- 
nificance beside the fanatical hatred of animals displayed 
by some pseudo-scientists, whose aversion has been built 
up upon the ridiculous fear of germs. We publish, as 
an illustration of this attitude, some excerpts from a 
news sheet published during 1921 by the Star Com- 
pany in America. Its science—as shown by the hasty 
deduction concerning influenza—is as slipshod as its 
temper is abominable. 
CATS BLAMED FOR INFLUENZA. 

What causes the spread of influenza? Science has just dis- 
covered that the common house cat is one of the most dangerous 
agents in disseminating the plague. The Government Veterinary 
Institute of Switzerland, one of the most important institutions 
for the study of animal diseases in the world, has just proved the 
dangerous relations between cats and influenza. 

There was a severe outbreak of influenza in Switzerland this 
summer, as in other parts of the world. Many dead cats, killed 
by some unknown cause, were seen lying about in Switzerland. 
The institute secured the dead bodies of many of them, made a 
thorough post-mortem examination, and found they had died of 
influenza. 

The type of influenza from which they suffered caused a severe 
inflammation of the lungs. Insixty out of seventy- -eight dead cats 
was found the specific bacillus of the deadly‘ ‘Spanish influenza.’ 
In all the dead aminals there were several different influenza 
Supers in some cases running up to as many as a dozen different 
cinds. 

The Swiss institute has proved that the cat is more subject to 
diseases of the throat and lungs than any other domestic animal. 

Though the cat is more subject to respiratory diseases 
than the dog, “the latter is fully as great a menace to the public 
health. 

The reasoning of the above is very curious. Evidently 
a large number of stray cats (probably no more than usual) 
succumbed to ordinary pneumonia through starvation 
and neglect. There is no “‘specific bacillus”? of Spanish 
influenza, for the Pfeiffer bacillus is now discredited. 
Moreover, as it is admitted that other ‘‘ influenza microbes”’ 
were found in these Swiss cats, there could be no question 
of the specificity of one. The life led by the ordinary 
domestic cat, and still more of the stray and deserted 
cat, is one which may well lead to troubles due to cold. 


s 
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After much condemnation of the cat, the writer deals 
with dogs, and remarks 

‘* How any self-respecting woman could so lower her sex refine- 
ment as to caress a dog with kisses is beyond my imagination.” 

We fear that many normal women would incur this 
journalist’s wrath! The kiss of a human being may be 
much more dangerous (and possibly more unpleasant) 
than that of a well-cared-for dog. People will go on 
caressing these noble and responsive animals, in spite 
of all that the germ fanatics say. In vain the writer 
complains that 

The doctors and scientists of the country have called attention 
to the dangers that lie in the pet cat and dog, but it is hard work 
to wake the public up. 

AN OFFENCE TO NURSE DOGS. 

Angered by the animal lover’s obstinacy, he urges 

There should be some law enacted to prevent people, who are so 
shortsighted as to be unconscious of the laws of hygiene and 
modern sanitation, from kissing and nursing dogs ! 

Now comes the gem of the article. 

Writers in many health publications throughout the country 
have been earnestly calling attention to the fact that cats and 
dogs are the agents for spreading many diseases in this country 
in addition to influenza. These writers emphasize the fact that 
in our modern civilized life, with its crowded conditions, there 
is no place for cats and dogs. They belong to the age of the cave 
man and other periods of the past. They declare that the habit of 
kissing and embracing cats and dogs is a shocking menace to 
public health and should be fought by everyone who understands 
the elementary rules of health. A.H. Bush, an expert, writing 
in the National Public Health Monthly, makes an intelligent and 
convincing attack on the dog. 

‘*From every point of view,” says this scientist, “‘the city dog 
is a dead loss. For every penny spent on him he returns only a 
bad scent. To a poor man the cost of license, food, housing and 
attention for a dog are no small items of expense. Assume that 
a poor working man earns only 15 cents. an hour for his labour, 
we often find such a man spending on a dog for food alone $1.05 
per week. At this rate per week for a year of fifty-two weeks 
the outlay amounts to $54.60—enough to buy a whole carcass of 
prime beef. 

** The dog is too uncleanly and destructive for an indoor associate, 
and when allowed to run at large is a nuisance to the community 
in general. Kept in restraint by chain or kennel, no matter 
what his natural tendency, he soon becomes vicious and dangerous.”’ 


DOG VERSUS BEEF. 

No dog—more beef! The dog only fit companion for 
a cave man! Unreasonable animal, becoming vicious 
and dangerous because he is illtreated! 

Robert Louis Stevenson remarks that “a dog is always 
a gentleman.’ Possibly he helped in the evolution of 
the cave man. 

The writer of the article goes on to refer to “‘ the pestilent 
character of the filth and disease clinging to and thrown 
off by a dog and circulated in the atmosphere in the 
form of dry, infinitesimal particles’’ which renders ‘‘a 
room thus contaminated almost intolerable” to him. We 
doubt if he is capable, however, of sensing something 
finer still, which may be described as a “‘spiritual aura”’; 
it is at least possible that some persons, whose sensibilities 
and intuitions have reached a higher point than that which 
he has attained, would find his own presence “‘ intolerable” ; 
yet they would readily tolerate, and even appreciate, that 
of man’s best friend, the dog. 


ne 


Note—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 


Monthly “ Chronicle” given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most ofits workers are volunteers. 
More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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A RIVAL TO MICROBES. 


H we are at the fact that Popular 

Science Siftings has credited him 
with being the cause of most diseases. 
It was in September, 1919, that that 
paper announced the 
medical discovery” 
round worm, which breeds in 
human intestine, had been proved 
to be the origin of diseases generally 
ascribed to the action of germs. 
(The same paper, early in the present 
year, familiarised us with the horrible 
designed to make ‘“‘ Artificial Siamese Twins.’’) 

“Medical theories concerning our commonest and most 
deadly germ diseases,”’ wrote the Editor, “‘have been 
entirely upset. Medical science found the various 
kinds of bacteria swarming in the different germ diseases 
and had no doubt they were the cause of the trouble. 
Now, Science has shown that that view of the cause of 
disease is almost entirely wrong. ‘‘It has shown,”’ says Dr. 
W. H. Ballou in a recent paper, “‘that the real cause in 
most of the diseases studied was a minute animal parasite, 
a kind of worm. The old microbes were present in the 
disease, of course; but it has been found, we are assured, 
that they were comparatively harmless, perhaps beneficial, 
because they ate up dead organic waste matter in the 
system. 
of microbes were useful in cleaning up decaying matter 
in the outside world, but it is now proved that they 
perform the same duty within the human body.”’ 

The article from which the above is quoted has only 
just come to our notice. We doubt if the “discovery”’ 


ERE he is—looking as aghastas | 


“important — 
> that this common © 
the | 


It had long been known that certain kinds | 


written of three years ago ever got much further than | 


Chat the ‘Doctors say of ‘ Blu.”’ 


' whenever a new theory is put forward, 


Popular Science Siftings and the few doctors it quotes; 
but the incident is instructive as providing another 
instance of a fact which we have often noted, viz., that 
its predecessor 
is dismissed with the very criticisms which anti-vivi- 
sectionists had previously employed. 

Thus we have frequently pointed out that the part 
played by bacteria in the human body is probably benefi- 
cent. An amusing story, a@ propos of this, reached us the 
other day from the Rev. J. Wallace, of Glasgow. 


_ During the war, he visited a young solder sent home 


experiments © 


with persistent bronchitis, who for weeks lay helpless, 
unable to move. One day he met the medical officer, 
who remarked ‘“‘Ah, that is a bad case; bacteria are 
showing themselves.” 

‘“This,”’ writes Mr. Wallace, “filled me with joy. 
I was convinced that these awful microscopic monsters 
were really benignant, and making my way to the young 


_ fellow’s bedside I told him that bacteria, God’s own 


| tion, 


healing agents, were at work! 
and he was soon on his feet.” 

Popular Science Siftings, of course, believes in inocula- 
which depends upon the acceptance of bacteria as 
the cause of disease. But the objections of the bacterio- 
logists to the new theory were swept aside without much 
difficulty, the query ‘‘why does diphtheria anti-toxin cure 
diphtheria, and why does the anti-typhoid vaccine prevent 
typhoid?” being answered by the supposition that ‘‘the 
bodies or poisons of the animal parasites which are the 
real cause of the disease’’ had been accidentally included 
in the material for inoculation. 

The fact that such arguments can still be used shows 
how very insecure is the foundation upon which the germ 
theory was built up. 


His recovery was rapid, 


By F. HARBOR TAYLOR. 


O one but a doctor would dare question in, important — 


medical discovery just announced (*), which 

discloses the fact that supposed cases of influenza, 
treated as such by doctors, are often instances of enteric 
or typhoid fever. But it is amusing as well as interesting, 
from a layman’s point of view, to note from time to time 
wild ideas running riot concerning more than one disease 
to which flesh is heir. To quote influenza as an instance. 
One notable doctor (?) has found that preventive inocula- 
tion may be successfully employed in staying the scourge, 
whilst another of our ablest medical men (?) discovered 
that vaccine when extensively administered failed 
definitely to stay the plague. On the one hand we find 
an eminent doctor (*) stating that its true cause has 
not yet been differentiated, nor the specific organism 
responsible for it isolated, nor has any protective vaccine 
against it been evolved; and on the other that ‘‘one of 
our ablest workers in our hospitals definitely takes up 
the position that influenza is caused by an organism so 
minute that it cannot be caught in the finest filter’ (°). 


In 1918, when, according to one account of the outbreak | 


of “flu”? (°), it destroyed in a few months more lives than 
were sacrificed in four years of war, at a North of England 
Food Vigilance Committee Meeting complaint was made (‘) 
that the epidemic was caused by bad bacon, and it was 
stated that a local doctor had treated 400 patients for 
swine fever instead of influenza and found the treatment 
efficacious. But now, it seems, we must alter our view 
on the matter. In 1921 an official of the Clinical Research 
Association is reported as saying (*) that he found ‘‘in 
handling the ‘flu germ, in character but not disposition 
it is like its ancestors, its degree of virulence having 
fallen considerably.”’ Truly, the way of the layman is 
hard should he try to wander into the labyrinths of the 
mysteries of influenza, but he may be forgiven if he 
attempts to reconcile the statements made by eminent 
men in their profession when he is told (°) that bacterio- 
logy, the science of infection, may show what clinically 
appeared to be influenza to be in reality enteric fever, 
although just a little more than twelve months ago 
influenza consisted, according to one account, (7) of 
nothing more than a type of cold. 


(1) Daily Express, 22/9/22. Statement by Sir H. Rolleston. 
(3) Daily Mail, 14/8/22, Statement by Dr. J. Gordon, Bart’s. 
(5) Daily Mail, 14/8/22. Statement by Dr. J. Gordon, Bart’s. 


(8) Daily Mail, 11/3/21. 


(9) Daily Express, 22/9/22. 


(2) Daily Mail, 23/11/18... Dr. J. McIntosh, London Hospital 
(4) Daily Mail, 26/2/21. Statement by Sir J. Crichton Browne. 

(6) Daily Mail, 14; Ire ® (7) Datly Mirror, 24/11/18. 
(10) Daily Mail, 11/3/21. == 
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A Wrong Date. 

In our October issue we quoted some very significant 
statements made by the Medical Correspondent of the 
Times under the heading ‘“‘The New Doctors.” We 
find that by an accident, for which we are not responsible, 
the date of their publication was given as September 4, 
instead of September 1. Anyone who may happen to 
have made a note of the quotation, 
the inoculation fashion as ‘‘ 
thin,’ should be careful to alter the date, 
any time verification is needed. 


Our Appeal Fund. 

We gratefully acknowledge the following sums sent 
(up to Nov. 18) for our Special Appeal Fund. As 
unexpected and very heavy expenses have been incurred 
by the General Election, we shall be glad of further help :— 
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Donations sent to the Secretary of the British Union, 
32, Charing Cross, London, S.W.1, for the special purpose 
of wiping out our heavy debt to the Bank will be acknow- 
ledged in the ABOLITIONIST. 


Annual Meetings and Jumble Sale. 

Our readers will be interested to know that thedate 
of the Annual Meetings of the British Union has already 
been fixed, and the Hall engaged for Thursday, May 31, 
1923. 

In April, a Jumble Sale will be held, and friends of the 
cause are asked to begin already to put aside articles 
which they intend to contribute. Curtains and household 
linen are even more useful than clothes. There is always 


a great demand for strips of carpet or linoleum, and if | 


the carriage on these is not prohibitive, they would be 
specially welcome. Although the space in our offices is 


strictly limited, we are willing to oblige donors by accept- | 


ing parcels early, should they wish to be relieved of them. 
We trust that we shall have as good a response from our 
-members as we had a year ago in this effort to raise funds 
which are urgently needed. 


The Abolitionist. 


' glad to know that she has just issued 
| volume, 
_ a Plea for our Little Brothers.” 
| post free, and would be very suitable for use instead of 


which alluded to — generously donates all receipts from the sale of her booklets 


a bubble stretching very: | 


A Book of Vepeee: 


Admirers of Miss Geraldine Lyster’s verses will be 


another small 
the Humble Beasts— 
It is published at Is. Id. 


entitled, ‘‘For these, 


the customary Christmas card or calendar. Miss Lyster 
to three Societies for the protection of animals, of which 
the British Union is one. That they have a brisk sale 
is a sign that they are appreciated. Orders should be 
sent to Miss Lyster at 9, Lingdale Road, West Kirby, 
Cheshire. 


Anti-Vivisection and Vaccination. 


The appearance of a few cases of smallpox in London 
has been made the occasion for a violent Press stunt in 
favour of vaccination. Leaders have appeared in most 
of the papers, and such is the ignorance of the writers that 
many have pointed warningly to the terrible smallpox 
toll of the years 1870-73, apparently unconscious of the 
fact that vaccination was more stringently enforced at 
that time (following the Act of 1867) than, at any other. 
Perhaps the prize for ignorance, however, could be 
awarded to the writer of the following :— 

“This is a fertile field of discussion of cranks. ‘The anti-vivi- 
sectionists proclaim that vaccination involves gross cruelty to the 
cows. But for the number of people who would see human beings 
die rather than cows it would hardly be possible to believe sane 
people capable of opposing the preparation of anti-disease vaccines. 

“ But such people do exist, and it becomes necessary to urge the 
public to turn a deaf ear to their clamour and avail themselves of 
that beneficent shield against a fatal disease which science has 
placed at the command of every citizen.” 

The above appeared, under the title “‘Wisdom of 
Vaccination,’’ in the Daily Dispatch of October 27. A 
gentle reminder by Miss Kidd that calves are not neces- 
sarily cows, that they do not die as a result of the filthy 
outrage perpetrated upon their bodies any more than do 
human beings for failing to avail themselves of that 
outrage, and that the “wisdom of vaccination”? was never 
better demonstrated than in the above comparison was 
naturally boycotted by the Editor. 


Inoculation of Young Children. 

Professor Matthew Hay, M.O.H. of Aberdeen, has 
submitted to the City Council a report, recommending 
the free provision of “‘toxin-antitoxin preventive treat- 
ment against diphtheria” at Child Welfare Centres and 
at the City Hospital. He would have it used upon children 
of pre-school age. The expenditure on the necessary 
materials would, he thinks, not exceed £50 to £100 per 
annum “‘for the first year or two.”’ He is also anxious 
that general practitioners should be provided with toxin- 
antitoxin for use in their private practice. 

Evidently a steady propaganda is going on, to induce 
ignorant parents to allow their babies to be inoculated 
against diphtheria, as well as vaccinated against smallpox, 
at the cost of the ratepayers. As we pointed out last 
month, the National Baby Week Council has lent itself 
to this propaganda. A letter sent by Miss Kidd to the 
exalted persons holding honorary official positions on 
that Council, asking if they knew and approved of it, 
failed to elicit any reply. 
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Our readers are specially asked to note the heart- 
rending description, on page 143 of the effects of purposely 
feeding dogs upon improper diet. Similar experiments 
are going on in this country, of which the picture repro- 
duced on one of our leaflets from a recent Report of the 
Medical Research Committee gives evidence. The result 
of all this absurd work seems to be nothing but contradic- 
tion. While Dr. Orr, director of the Rowett Research 
Institute, says “‘it is now known definitely that rickets 
is an ailment due to imperfect dietary,’’ Dr. Findlay 
denies it. He is also sceptical about the use of cod-liver 
oil, advocated by Dr. Saleeby. Dr. Helen Mackay, 
noticing that no improvement followed the addition of 
fats to the diet except during the summer months, con- 
cludes that sunshine is the necessary factor; but Dr. 
Findlay, inclining to the idea that exercise is the thing 
most to be desired, points out, as against this, that there 
is no rickets in Iceland, where the sun is invisible for 
four months of the year. Dr. Noel Paton says there is 
no evidence of the existence of any anti-rachitic agent 
in butter and milk fat. The contrary has been most 
positively asserted by several other vivisectors. 

Whatever else emerges from a consideration of these 
diverging views, one thing is certain—that the dogs, 
as usual, have been sacrificed in vain. 


Horses and Glands. 

We reported some tiwe ago that Dr. Steinach was 
conducting sensational experiments upon race horses 
with glands. We are now told that, after recovery from 
the operation, ‘‘ the previous records of the horses over a 
mile gallop have been reduced by many seconds.” 

A second or two will, of course, win or lose a race; 
but it is so small a fraction of time that it is ridiculous 
to base any theory of the efficacy of gland grafting upon it. 
‘Previous records”’ themselves must have been subject to 
variation and improvement. 


The Imperialism of Medicine. 


Dr. F. Green, of Chicago, made the following sensible 
observation at the Annual Meeting of the American 
Medical Association last May :— 

“Tt is difficult to understand when or how the fiction arose 
that the medical profession is a divinely authorized and chosen 
class, charged with the protection of the public health and public 
welfare, even against the desires and the wishes of the people them- 
selves. Such a doctrine savors far too much of imperialism to 
be particularly popular at the present day.” 

However the fiction may have arisen, it is unfortunately 
accepted as fact by the ruling classes in most countries. 
It is not ‘“‘popular,” but the public are powerless to 


resist it. 


Another Germ Carrier. 

The North American, Philadelphia, tells us on October 23 
of another alleged *‘ germ carrier’—a woman who, because 
her blood gave a “‘positive”’ reaction to a very uncertain 
test, is said to have infected with typhoid nearly all her 
sons-in-law and other relatives, but ‘‘not one of her own 
children—seven daughters and three sons” 

As her germs have such a preference for persons outside 
the family, we certainly think that the local health 
authorities, who are in contact for the purpose of perse- 
cuting her, should besubmitted to the test. Their blood 
would probably prove as positive as their assertions. 
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| The ete fe: ided Theatnron 
Mrs. Theakston was a member of the British Union 
whose loss- will be felt. She died at Barmouth on 
October 8, and an obituary notice which appeared in 
the Welshman of October 27, describing her as. one 
“always ready to defend the right and fight for the weak 
and oppressed,’’ showed how her wide sympathies had 
endeared her to those among whom she lived. She was 
the daughter of the late Rev. David Lloyd, M.A., LL.D., 
of Glasgow University. 
We extend to her husband and daughter our heartfelt 
sympathy in their loss. A strong and deep humani- 
_tarianism formed a family link, all three being united in 
opposition to vivisection and every other kind of cruelty. 
Perhaps the survivors will pardon our taking this 
opportunity of telling the story of the remarkable (though 
not uncommon) devotion to anti-vivisection principles, 
which made father and mother firmly decline, in spite 
of medical pressure, to allow antitoxin to be used upon 
the daughter, who, as a child, suffered severely from 
diphtheria. Their faith and steadfastness were rewarded, 
Miss Theakston recovering perfectly. 


Science versus Common Sense. 


The other day we came across the following excellent 
bit of sense by Minnie Pallister. Parliamentarians should 
consider it :— 

“Tt is so much more fascinating to do the abstruse and abnormal 
thing than the obvious and natural thing, so much more thrilling 
to be generous than honest. 

“T suppose that is why we breed the germs of tuberculosis in slums 
and airless streets, and then organise exciting hunts for it in 
elaborate laboratories. To the scientific mind I presume it would 
seem a waste to spend good money on ordinary, common things, 
like sunny houses and pure food and big parks, when you can 
spend it on sanatoria and hospitals, and ‘research’ and conferences, 
and incidentally cemeteries, most of which would never be needed 
if the houses and food had been provided.” 


Sale of Stamps. 

We received recently a good parcel of foreign stamps 
from an anonymous friend at Bristol, and duly passed 
on the packet that was enclosed to the Canine Defence 
League. We trust this will reach the eye of the donor, 
whom we cordially thank. 

Mrs. Howey, who sells our stamps, is in need of more, 
since some of those she has in stock can only be sold by 
the hundred. Will kind friends who could supply them 
please note this? 


Science in the Tea Shop. 

Many extremely foolish experiments involve cruelty. 
It is to the cruelty alone that we object; but it is pro- 
fitable also to protest against the worship of experimenta- 
tion. For we are getting altogether too “‘scientific.”’ 


The cult of aimless or puerile investigation prepares the 
mind to accept even cruelty in its course. The Medical 
Correspondent of the Tzmes tells us that “there is a wide 
field for investigation”’ in order to eliminate persons who 
drop and break things from tea shops and domestic 
service. These are supposed to be persons “‘cursed with 
slow muscular adaptation.” They may also be persons in 


love, or given to day-dreaming, or ill, or worried, whose 
muscular adaptation only suffers under these conditions. 
A reason may be a very good reason, although not 
scientific. Commonsense seems to be scarcer that 
‘science,’ nowadays. 
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Preparations for a Holiday 

“The Assistant Superintendent of our Royal Infirmary” 
writes a correspondent, “‘went off the other day for a few 
week’s holiday on the Continent, and before going he 
inoculated himself with five different preparations.” 

Well might Florence Nightingale remark that “the 
germ fetish and the witchcraft fetish are the product of 
the same mental condition.” 


The Research Defence Society. 

There is little that needs comment in the October 
issue of Mr. Paget’s Quarterly. He begins by a flippant 
leader on Dr. Hadwen’s analysis of the Registrar-General’s 
Returns (our President’s name being carefully suppressed) 
and puts forward his usual view that case mortality alone 
should be considered. Having no answer to Dr. Hadwen’s 
criticism of the case-mortality figures, he falsely suggests 
that they were ignored. 

In order to rake up certain dubious statements made 


game with the Registrar-General’s statistics was started as 
asort of prank by one of the anti-vivisection societies ;’'’ and 
as “light amusement.” This he evidently regards as funny. 

As we recorded last month, an arranged debate took 
place at Bromley between Dr. Price and Dr. Fergie 
Woods. It is not very high praise to say that the latter 
at least acquitted himself as well, and as well received. 
as the former; but this is how the incident is described 
by Mr. Paget, who care- fully ignores the fact that it was 


a debate at all, still more a debate between doctors. 

“In September, Dr. Kellaway in Sheffield, and Dr. Alfred Price 
in Bromley, Kent, gave addresses on the range and the results of 
experiments on animals. Dr. Price was opposed by a young gentle- 
man who talked a great deal of nonsense, and one or more of the 
audience did the same. Still, there is plenty of evidence that 
Dr. Price did a good service to Bromley, which is a place not 
free from the poison of anti-vivisection and was needing his help.” 

We always regret that the Quarterly Reports of the 
Research Defence Society have not a wider circulation— 
especially among those who happen to know some of the 


circumstances, and could check their attempts at history. 


“Animal Blood in Human Veins.”’ 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


S1r,—I wonder if the Dr. Cruchet, of Bordeaux, referred to on 
page 137 of your issue of November 1, is aware that he has ranged 
himself with those barbarous and benighted folk who dabbled in 
vivisection 255 years, and more, ago? Samuel Pepys records 
on November 21, 1667, that the Royal Society hired a “‘ poor and 
debauched” man for 20s. “‘to have some of the blood of a sheep 
let into his body. They purpose to let in about twelve 
ounces, which, they compute, is what will be let in in a minute’s 
time by a watch.” 


This was done on the 30th of that month, on which date Pepys 
TecOrds—— 

“TI was pleased to see the person who had his blood taken out. 

He speaks well and did this day give the Society a relation 

thereof in Latin, saying that he finds himself much better since, 
Che Rew 
i Ca. was the name given to a particular 


form of robbery with violence which became a 
kind of epidemic in the middle of the nine- 
teenth century. 
footpad. 
Body-snatching, 
rather earlier date. 


for purposes of anatomy, was of 


| 
| 
| 


It was the province of the ordinary | 


This meant the robbery of corpses | 


from the churchyards, and although the actual work was | 


done by ignorant men, the medical authorities of our 
leading hospitals were inculpated, inasmuch as_ they 
received the bodies without question, knowing well the 
means of supply. 

A new kind of garrotting has now arisen, in which 
scientific men themselves appear as garrotters. The 
endeavour to supply rich men with “glands,’’ which 
they fondly believe will restore their youth, has created 
the epidemic. Monkey-glands, it seems, take second 
place to human glands, a superior luxury now coveted 
by the senile millionaire; and there are found in the 
ranks of trained operators some who will not hesitate 


at any crime to secure them. Hence the sensational and © 


degrading story of recent “thefts”? in Chicago. 


It began with Joseph Wozniak, described in the North | 


66 


American of October 15 as “‘a strapping ex-soldier, 34 
years old.” A stranger enticed him into a bar-room, 
where (in spite of liquor laws) he became intoxicated. 


he speaks very reasonably and very well.” 

Probably your readers will have no doubt whatever that he 
was ‘cracked a little in his head.” In fact, it is questionable to 
whom the description is the more fitting, the victim or the operator. 

Pepys records a previous instance of blood transfusion under 
date November 14, 1666, when two unfortunate dogs were the 
victims. He calls it a ‘pretty experiment” but we can hardly 
agree with him when we are told that the blood of one dog “was 
run out until he died” into the body of another, while the blood 
of the latter ““was run out on the other side.” 

In the light of this record what becomes of the Westminster 
Gazette’s ‘revolution in medical practice” ? Perhaps the machinery 
of medical science is revolving in the wrong direction, and there is 
nothing but a turning back to the ignorance and _ superstition 
of olden times. If humanity could have derived any benefit from 
the operation, it is hard to believe that it would have been left 
to Dr. Cruchet to revive it after an interval of nearly 300 years. 

Acton. Yours faithfully, A. H. SPENCER. 


Garrotters. 


Returning to his senses, he found himself staggering 
‘in intense pain” to his home. He remembered being 
forced against his will into a cab, a struggle with four 
men, and the administration of chloroform. He had 
been robbed of a gland, and the operation was done 
perfectly—so well, indeed, that no mere student could 
be credited with its performance. 

The affair becoming public, Henry Johnson, an 
electrician, came forward with the statement that he had 
been the victim of a similar attack, and-had hitherto 
kept it secret from a dislike of notoriety. He had been 
told at the hospital where he had been treated that a 
third man had had the same experience. 

A few days later, Anthony Tonsi, aged 19, was walking 
home when three men, clad in white uniforms, assaulted 
him, telling him they needed one of his glands. His 
shouts attracted the police, and the bandits fled. 

Meanwhile Dr. Voronoff, who appears to be still con- 
tent with monkeys for his supply, has succeeded in 
persuading the Pasteur Institute that a vast breeding- 
ground for these unfortunate animals has become necessary , 
and a bacteriologist has been sent out to West Africa to 
breed them in large numbers, ‘“‘scientific laboratories 
to be built in the vicinity.”’ 

Thus do necromancy, robbery with violence, 
modern medical science touch hands. 


and 
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BROMLEY. 

A very successful drawing-room meeting was held on November 7 
at the residence of Mrs. Bath. The Rev. F. W. Armstrong 
presided and Mr. Maurice Toms was the speaker. The meeting 
was reported in the Bromley Mercury of November 10. 

A concert and entertainment in aid of the Bromley Branch, 
organised by Miss Daniels, was held at the Bromley Parish Church 
Institute on November 11. During the interval, Mr. Maurice 
Toms gave a short address. There was a large attendance. 

CHELTENHAM. 

On November 16 Miss Kidd was invited to open a debate in 
Cheltenham Boys’ College. The subsequent short speeches on 
the anti-vivisection side were kindly undertaken by Mr. W. A. 
Sibly, of Wycliffe College, and Mr. L. H. Allwood, a pupil at 
that College. The opponents were two of the College doctors, 
Dr. Howell and Dr. Collins and a Cheltenham pupil; a lady 
doctor also speaking from the audience. 

Under the circumstances, as the anti-vivisectionists were all 
outsiders and were not medically represented, there was never 
any expectation of gaining a victory by votes. We are convinced, 
however, that some good was done by showing the boys of 
Cheltenham College that there are two sides to the question. 

COLWYN. 

The North Wales News of November 2 reported a very successful 
whist drive organised by Mrs. Sidney Jones and Miss Kenworthy 
on behalf of the British Union. It was held in Roberts’ Café and 
160 took part. Messrs. Fred Daley and Heber Johnson ably 
carried out the duties of M.C.’s, while Councillor H. Kyffin 
Jones and Mr. J. Isherwood acted as stewards. The donors of 
prizes were Mr. and Mrs. C. E. Howe, Councillor Mrs. Hyde, 
Mrs. F. Wilson, Mr. and Mrs. F. Daley, Mrs. J. Isherwood, 
Councillor H. K. Jones, and Mr. H. Johnson. During an interval 
for refreshments, Mr. C. E. Howe (president) briefly spoke on 
the aims of the Society, and urged all present to become members. 
Mrs. Hyde also spoke in similar terms. 

FINCHLEY. 

On November 9 Miss Parker gave a “‘Talk’’ on kindness to 
animals to the third Pack of “Finchley Brownies.” Suitable 
magazines, cards and badges were distributed to the young people, 
who numbered about thirty. 

HAMPSTEAD. 

On November 13 a very well attended meeting was held at the 
Garden Suburb Institute. Dr. Snow presided, and Dr. Fergie 
Woods spoke on ‘‘ The Scientific and Moral Wrong of Vivisection, ”’ 
after which he answered many questions put to him by a keenly 
interested audience. 

On November 19 Miss Kidd spoke on “ Vivisection and the 
Public Conscience” to the Members of the Ethical Society. Mrs. 
Oliver presided, and a local doctor was among the contributors 
to the discussion. 

HUDDERSFIELD. 

On October 20 Mrs. Fearnsides held a very successful whist 
drive in aid of the local Branch. A clear profit of £6 was made. 
During an interval the hostess gave a short address on “ Vivi- 
section,’’ and five new members were gained. 

IPSWICH. 

On November 7 Miss Kidd addressed a large meeting of the 
Women’s Co-operative Guild on “ Vivisection.’”’ Members of our 
local Branch assisted with literature. 

LEICESTER. 

A drawing-room meeting and the annual business meeting of 
the Branch took place at the residence of Miss Marian Ellis, 10, 
West Walk, on October 21. Lady Rolleston presided, and Miss 
Loat, of London, gave an excellent address on ‘“‘The Anti-vivisec- 
tion Movement to-day.’’ Afterwards some short speeches were 
made. There was a good attendance. Tea was served at the 
close. 

LEWES. 

The East Sussex News of November 10 reported a meeting held 
on November 3 at the Y.M.C.A. Lecture Hall, under the chairman- 
ship of Mr. A. E. Beaumont. Miss Kidd was the speaker. A 
committee was elected, and Mr. Beaumont, through whose efforts 
the meeting was convened, accepted the duties of hon. secretary 
pro tem., of the Lewes Branch. 

LIVERPOOL. 

On October 20 our Branch took part in the Animals’ Rights 
Centenary Meeting, held in St. George’s Hall, under the auspices of 
Liverpool Humane Societies. Mr. Joscelyne, Miss Harley and 


other workers are to be congratulated upon the display of literature. 

Mr. Middleton gave an address on ‘‘ Vivisection,” while Mr. 
Paddison and Mr. Winchester, on behalf of the R.S.P.C.A., dealt 
with “Humane Killing” and ‘‘Worn Out Horses.” Thé/ Ven. 
Archdeacon Howson presided, supported by Mrs. Egerton Stewart 
Brown. 

On November 2 a group meeting was held at Bold Place, and 
many important items of business transacted. 

Miss Lyster has been successful in getting our Journal into the 
reading-rooms of several well-known establishments. 

LONDON. 

On November 1 Miss Kidd gave a lantern lecture on Florence 

Nightingale to the Girls’ Guild of All Souls, Langham Place. 
MANCHESTER. 

A great deal of work has been done here during the General 
Election period. Our Branch has specially dealt with over 
thirty candidates, keeping our campaign before their notice, 
distributing literature, and having verbal and written questions 
put at various meetings. Our efforts have been noted in the Press. 
We are specially indebted to the Editor of the City News for his 
kindness in publishing our questions to candidates. Our cause 
has also been assisted by Press correspondence on the part of Mr. 
Francis Cox, Mr. Newton, Mrs. Bently Capper and Mr. Middleton. 

On October 26 Mr. Middleton was requested to act as spokesman 
on a deputation to the Manchester City Council on the subject of 
Humane Killing, introduced by Mr. P. J. Wall. 

On November 9 an important meeting of representatives was 
held at the British Union Offices, Mr. J. E. Dorsett presiding. 
Election work and plans were discussed, and Mr. V. Wilson and 
other friends gave reports of work done. 

PLYMOUTH. 

On October 18, Mr. Maurice Toms addressed a meeting at 
Grimstone Hall, Houndiscombe Road, Mrs. Good in the chair. 
The Western Morning News of October 19 had a report. 

Mr. Toms spoke to the Theosophical Society on October 22. 
New members were gained at both meetings. 

SALISBURY. 

The Salisbury Journal of October 27 contained a long report of 
an excellent meeting held at the Council House, Salisbury, on 
the previous evening. The Ven. the Archdeacon of Sarum pre- 
sided, and the speakers were Dr. Fergie Woods (London), Dr. 
Farquharson (Southampton) and Mr. Roy Horniman. A vote 
of thanks to the chairman and speakers was proposed by the 
Rev. W. H. Matthews and seconded by the Rev. T. Wemyss 
Reid. This was the first public meeting of our newly established 
Branch, which is in good hands. Mrs. Pratt and Mrs. Keith 
Mackenzie, who had canvassed in preparation for the meeting, 
were present. : 

SOUTHEND. 

The Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the Women’s Co-operative Guild 

on November 7 on behalf of our local Branch. 
SOUTHPORT. 

On October 27 a group meeting was held in Rowntree’s Café. 
Mr. Middleton and Miss Robinson (hon. sec.), gave interesting 
reports of work done. 

We deeply regret to record the death, on October 30, of one of 
our valued supporters in Southport—the Rev. J. Ashby, who was 
for many years a member of our Branch and spoke at our meetings. 
He was for 40 years a minister at the New Church. 

STOCKPORT. 

On November 5 Mr. Middleton gave an address before the 
Stockport Lodge of the Theosophical Society, on “‘The Universal 
Kinship,”’ Miss Cadman presiding. 

TORQUAY. 

A concert was held on October 13 in St. Paul’s Parish Hall, 
when Mr. Maurice Toms spoke on ‘“‘Animals’ Rights.” The 
artistes were Mme. Ivy Vernon, Miss Adams, Miss Harding, Mrs. 
Cecil Mayor, Miss M. Murdock, Mr. W. Croft, Mr. Harold Rhodes, 
and Mr. Victor Tucker. The Rev. W. A. Robertson made a 
sympathetic chairman. Miss Cooper, our local hon. secretary, is 
to be congratulated on a financial as well as an artistic and 
educational success. 

WESTON -SUPER-MARE. 

The Western Gazette of October 28 reported a meeting of our 
local Branch, held at the Town Hall on October 25. The Rev. 
J. Wilson-Steele presided, and the speaker was Mr. W. Brown, 
M.R.C.V.S., who gave as the title of his address ‘“‘Our Lesser 
Brethren.” 


Publications of the British Union. 


SHORT SELECTED LIST. 


Write to Miss B. E. KIDD, Secretary, 32, Charing Cross, London, S.W. 1. 


THE LONDON VEGETARIAN SOCIETY initiustto further the adoption of ase 


HUMANE AND PURE DIET. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION (For Members and Associates): FIVE SHILLINGS, 


Which includes the cost and delivery of the Socviety’s Official Organ ‘‘The Vegetarian News,”’ published monthly, price 31. 


Secretary: FRANK WYATT, 8, Joun St., ADELPHI, W.C.2. 


If you want VIVISECTION to be ABOLISHED, 


Cotswold Hills a 600 feet above sea level, delightful 

% scenery and woods, invigorating air. join the British Union without delay! 
Food Reform ” Pleasant in all weathers and at all 

Pde pct Garden shelters command- : Membership: 10/= a year and upwards. 


Holiday Home. ; 


Shecially suited to Convalescents. 


ing exquisite views. 


cd 


Associates: 5/=~ and 2/6. Life Membership: &5. 


Subscription to ‘*THE ABOLITIONIST“ 3/- (including postage). 
Address: Miss B.E.K1pp,Secretary,32, Charing Cross, S.W. 1. 


Apply prospectus, THe Manaceress, Pircucomee, near Stroup, Gos. 


Class A.—For BEGINNERS. Class B.—CONTINUED. Price 
PAMPHLETS Pri Dr. Hadwen’s Reply to Lord Lister ... ae. a by ge hee 
ree i : : Cé | The New Tuberculin, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ty Id. 
A Sketch of the Vivisection Question, by J. Fraser Hewes 1d. | Rats and Fleas: a Discussion on Plague, by | De ren 
Experiments on Animals; Useless and Cruel, by Tips zs wea DRY 
Ww Drs Hadwen, J.P. ... a eon ed Antisepsis or CC ey De Hadwers J. P. mae sor (We 
as it for Science? (The eaten Dosey Gace Api) ek 
Jennerism and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P.... Poel Cle 
Some Medical Views of Vivisection, by A. F. Whiteley .... 3d. : a 
: ; The Case against Vaccination, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... Id. 
Three Affidavits ; Revelations from the Rockefeller Hell... 2d. ence foe dnd awainats Vie ae On be aDen Lisdwen 
‘*G.B.S.”’ on the Uselessness of the Inspector... ald. and Dr. Drury... 8 his a noe Re 
Vivisection under the Insurance Act (1917) ... ase ae nr i adwen'a Reply to De Dery - vs ee 
Vivisection in Liverpool (1917) sweeps vee Ids | Wag Jenner a Charlatan? by Dr. Hadwen, ihe oe ses) bye 
Registrar General’s Statistics (1900-1920) ... he er Meh a Biinders of a Bishop, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... eid 
The Modern Medicine Man iow. vaccines and serums Pasteur and Rabies, by Colonel Tillard ah a? art 4: 
are made) ; 2d. The International Medical Congress ier) byaeDr 
Mis of Men and omen af Noten on tae Vivisection Hadwen, J.P. Id 
uestion ae ; od ea , 
The Cult of the Wivicector: by Dr. Paden J. Pr. Se altel a: Reet aa ne Research Defence Society’ IM caflet or wh 
LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). Inoculation for Tetanus, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... cae ald, 
The Meaning of Anti-Vivisection. The Case Against the Research Defence Society Aaa eh Yee 
English Vivisection Experiments. 
What the Doctors say. LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). 
What the Bishops say. _ ; The Germ Theory of Disease, by Dr. Scott Tebb, 
Vivisection and the Material Philosophy. Antitoxin for Diphtheria. 
Vivisection, by Roy Ellis. (Illustrated. ) Malta Fever (The Maltese Muddle). 
The Failure of Anti-typhoid Inoculation. BiminentiDocrors Crificiae: Vaccines: : 
Ministry of Health on Diphtheria. Pacteusendi Rabies: 
The Case Against Vaccination. Vivisectors before the Royal Commission. 
The Vivisection of Dogs. (Illustrated.) Dr. Doyen’s Confession. 
History repeats itself (Ovariotomy claim) Vaccine for Distemper. 
British Vivisection, EME Manifesto of the British Union on Typhoid. 
Poison Gas Experiments ; Research Defence Prevarications. . 
Two Dogs under Experiment (Illustration) Influenza and the Germ Theory. 
Class B. Replies to Claims re Vivisection of Dogs. 
What the Soldiers say. 
REFUTATION OF THE CLAIMS OF VIVISECTORS. Replies to Research Defence Leafiets. 
PAMPHLETS. Price 
A Reply to the Lecture of the Research Defence Society 1d. 
The Uselessness of Vivisection, by Prof. Lawson Tait ... 3d. Class C 
The Royal Commission’s Report, 1912 Geeuied from the 5 
Standard), by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. 1d. Givinc BotH SIDES OF THB QUESTION. 
The Anti-toxin Treatment of Diphtheria, Be Die Hadwen, Price 
vie 2d. | Debate between Dr. Hadwen and Dr. Eastham at Glossop 1d. 
Tapereuloais nd Cow s Milk, Gy Dr. Harve J. P. ... 1d. | The Fraud of Inoculation (from Truth) Ber os. ite belsl 


Telegrams: ‘*ABOLITION,"* LONDON. 


Che British Union for Abolition of Vivisection. | 


(THE BRITISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.) 
Headquarters :—32, CHARING CROSS, WHITEHALL, LONDON, 


; - 
Telephone: 8254 CITY. 


S.W. 1. 


ASHFORD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Denness, 3, Eastwell Villas, 
Somerset Road, Ashford, Kent. 
BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 


VaLLaAncr, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., The Misses Ana and Atricr Leakey, North- 
ampton House. Bath. 
BEXHILL BRANCH. — Hon. 

Bexhill-on-Sea. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs. OL_p. Hon. Secs... The Misses 
V. & C. Honcson, 23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President,. CouNTEss DE RIVAS 
Hon. Sec., Miss Crorton, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. SIDEBOTTOM, 
78, Burlington Road, South Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH, — Hon. 
Gt Lever, Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Hewitt. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
monp, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Miss Lonpon, 40, Norwood 
Avenue, Shipley, Bradford. 

BRIGHTON AND HOVE BRANCH.—President, Lord TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss L. Wricut, 30, Prudential Buildings, Brighton. Assist. Hon, 
Sec. for Southwick & Shoreham, Miss HaArriInGcToN, Cromwell Lodge, 
Southwick. 

BRISTOL & SOMERSET FRIENDS' ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Hon, Sec., Mr. J.T. Mayo Situ, 79, St. Alban’s Rd.,Westbury Pk., Bristol. 

BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Seo., EDWARD 
Meape-Kinoa, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowrHer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 
Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. Hon 
Sec., Miss HoLwortTny, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir Jamgs MALCOLM. 
Sec... Mrs. CLEments, Bury St. Edmunds. 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. C. 
Jackson. Assist. Hon. Sec., Capt. Burkitt (Affiliated to Manchester 
and Salford Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SRarve, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Miss BisnHop, 51, Hills Road. 

CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Councillor Sypnry 
JENKINS, Hon. Sec., Miss Rose BEAvan, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 


CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OGLEBy 


Sec. Mrs. HOL.LINDALE, 27, Lindon Road, 


Hon 


DAVIES: Hon. Sec., Miss GARNHAM; 4, St. Margaret’s Tefrace, Cheltenham. ~ 


CHISWICK CRUSADERS’ BRANCH.—Hon, Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21. 
Fairfax Road, Chiswick. 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. : 

COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Miss KENwortny, 2, 
Albert Road, Old Colwyn. and Mr. HeBrer Jonnson. The Grange, 
Colwyn Bay. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss BEDFoRD, 237, 
Whitehorse Lane, South Norwood. 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STERD, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss Atice Luoas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

DAWLISH. TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH. — Hon. Sec., 

- Mr. R. W. Kirkus, Capri. Portland Terrace, Dawlish. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord T&NTERDEN. 
Sec., Miss Croon, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

RASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss H. Saver, 
Hon. Sec.. Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road, Eastbourne. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss FRANCES HOWARD. 
Hon Sec., Mr. J. S. DAMEREL, 161, Sidwell Street, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon Sec. Miss Parner, “ Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N. 12 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R- Pope, Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. DAvipson, 
Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD GARDEN SUBURB BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. 
Bourcuikr. Hon. Sec., Mrs. BALFour. 5, North Square, Hendon, N.W. 

HASTINGS AND ST, LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KEITH MACKENZIE. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks. 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDEs, 14, Edgerton 
Grove Rd , Huddersfield. Assist. Hon. Sec,. Miss Benson, 52, Trinity St. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENwortny, M.P. Hon. Secs.. 


Mr..W. REYNOLDs, 105, 


Hon. 


Kipp, 95, The 


Mr. H. W. Cox, 42, Boulevard; and Mr. WALTER Cox, 151, New Bridge 
Road, Hull. 
IPSWICH BRANCH. — President, F. FisHer, Esq. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 


Mc!onacp. The Bungalow, Kelvin Road, Ipswich. 
IRISH UNION FOR. ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.—President, 
Dr. H»apWEN. Hon. Sec. (Vacant). Assist. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity Carr. 
LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CouNTESS OF 
AYLESFORD. Hon, Sec., Miss F. Farpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 
LEEDS BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. LesLiE SmitH, B.A. Hon. Secs., 
Mr. and Mrs. Hotmes, Hesperides, New Laithes Rd., Horsforth, Leeds. 
LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady ROLLEsTON. 
Hon Sec. Miss F. Manners, 4, Evington Drive. Leicester. 
LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, Miss Hore REA. Hon, Sec., Mrs. 
Deir Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 
Sec. (pro. tem.), Mr. A. E. 


LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. 
BEAuMeNT. 3, Priory Terrace, Lewes. 
LINCOLN BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. Miss D. Ettiott, 47, Hungate, Lincoln. 
LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. SJoSCELYNE, 
95, Botanic Road, Edge Hill, Liverpool. 


Printed by Dk&verRRLL. Gipson & Hoare, Ltd., Bread Street Hill, 


Sec., Mrs. Crompton, 97, Westbourne Ave., ° 


BRANCHES AND FEDERATED SOCIETIES OF THE BRITISH UNION: 


MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sez., Wellseo 
Oberland, Malvern. 

MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
G.H. PinpEr,J.P. Hon. Sec.,Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A. MIDDLETON, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STOCKPORT 
AUXILIARV.—President, Mrs. E. A. Reip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J. W. WARREN, 
27, Alldis Street. Great Moor. Stockport. 

MANCHESTER SOCIETY FOR PROTECTION OF ANIMALS FROM 
VIVISECTION.— Chairman, Mr. G. S. Hopson, M.A., 81, Victoria 
Buildings, St. Mary’s Gate. 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. W. H. 
LAMBELLE. Hon. Sec. pro tem, Mr. A. B. Crow, Shadwell, Devonshire 
Road, Linthorpe, Middlesbrough. 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
Hill; Sussex. 

NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.— President, 
SWINBURNE. Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, H. Musk BeEattig, Esq. 
Sec., Mrs. Roperrts, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. 

NORTH DEVON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss WriGHT, Repton, Furze Hill 
Road, Ilfracombe. 

NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. Nort Nowe i. 
Miss V. D. ArmitaGe Hartford Manor, Northwich. 

NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss Nicnots. Hon. Sec., Mrs. NEVILLE, 
27, Sewell Road, Norwich. 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DucnEss oF PORTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. FRASER Hewss, Cavelands, Chestnut Grove, Nottingham. 

OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RoBerts, 100. 
Villa Road, Oldham. 

OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. ToyNBEE. 
HeERFoRD, Elmswood, Lathbury Road, Oxford. 

PLYMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord TsnTERDEN, 
Hon. Sec. (pro tem.), Mrs. PEARCE, 11, Devon Terrace, Plymouth. 

PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The Ear 
OF Mar. Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. West 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay; Southsea, Miss 
CANNON, 19, Sussex Road. Southsea; Ventnor, Mrs. Peck. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Copz. Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas, Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 
READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 

Oakleigh, Earley, near Reading. 


Mrs. 


Mrs. FisHBOURNE, Sandown, Burgess 
Florence Lady 


Hon. 


Hon. Sec., 


Hon. Sec,. Mrs. VERNON 


RICHARDS, 


RICHMOND AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President. Lady KATHLEEN BuUSHB. __| 


Hon. Sec., Mrs. MacpuErson, 13, Maze Road. Kew. 
SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (pro. tem.), Rev.W. H. MATTHEWS,B.A., 
B.D., Grayshott, Glenmore Road, Salisbury. 


SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—President Rev. J. Bairp, J.P. 
Secretary, Councillor P. H, ALLAN. 

SHEFFIELD BRANCH.— Hon. Sec., Miss Puituirs. 8 Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield. 

SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, The Dowager Lady Forester. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. Matturws, Silver Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury, 
Assist. Hon. Sec.. Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 

SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Bryant, 154, Millbrook Road, 
Southampton, 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. Wess, Esq. 
Giapys RoBinson, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. 

SURBITON BRANCH.—President, The Baronrss pK PALLANDT, 
Sec., Mrs. Howse, 114, The Crescent, Surbiton. 

TONBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, C. Lowry, Esq., M. A. Hon. Sec., Miss 
CONSTANCE WARNER. 

TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. Bring. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton. 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MacCaustanp, 
Sec.. Miss BarnetT, M.B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. 

UCKFIELD BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. Wuirren, Angers, High 
Hurstwood, Uckfield. 

ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEAvER, B.D. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 

UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION,— 
President, Rev, P. H. WicksTEED, M.A., D. Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALicg 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. Joskpn, Hon, 
Sec. (pro. tem.), Mr. Mippveton. clo Miss W. Jones. 7, Arpley Street, 
Warrington. 

WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH -—Hon Sec., Mrs. 
Pearson, 26, Meteor Road, Westcliff-on-Sea. 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.-—-President, Mrs. BapHam. Hon. Secs , 
Mrs. SiESE, 7, Waterloo Street, and Mrs. Lancr, Maplehayes, Manor 
Road, Weston-super-Mare. 

WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH. — President, Ald, J. 
McKenzigz, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss SPENcER, 65, Bathurst Gardens N.W.10. 

WIMBLEDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec., Miss J. KESSLER, 132, Worple Road, Wimbledon. 

WINCHESTER BRANCH.—President. E. H, Blakeney, Esq., M.A. Hon. 
Sec. Miss Costa, 44, Tower Street, Winchester. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
Kipson, 212, Bushbury Road, Fallings Park, Wolverhampton. 

WORCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Corresp. Sec., Miss E. 
Hay, woop, Fair View, Tunnel Hill, Worcester. 

WORTHING BRANCH.—President, J. Barton Dore, Esq., J.P., Hon. 
Sec... Mr. PeEake-Ramsay, 3, South View, Rowlands Road, Worthing. 

WREXHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Hutton. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Epna Hucues, Glyndwr, Bersham Road, \Wrexham. 

YARMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, H. W. Casg, Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss DiBott, 31, Lichfield-road, Yarmouth. Assistant 
Hon. Sec., Miss Last. 

YORK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. BeTcueRtTTI, 75, The Mount. York. 


Hon, Sec., Miss 


Hon. 


Hon, 


London, E.C. 4.—December 1, 1922 


Ss a 


— 


_ OE 


| FEBRUARY, 1923. 


{ 3 % 


Contents. 


PAGE 


Where to Economise 
By Walter R. Hadwen, M.D., J.P. 17-18 
Smallpox in Poplar a ne ; ae 18 


A Tour through Canada and the States 
By Walter R. Hadwen, M.D., J.P. 19-25 


The Articles in ‘‘ Truth” x ore a 25 
Curious Medical Polemics ... es ... 26-27 
Notes and Comments Ze of, sor PATRAS) 
Poison Gas: Edgewood Arsenal ... .. 50-31 
Correspondence Be oe ode ae 32 
British Union Chronicle one nas sch 32 


_ Never waste a copy ofthe Abolitionist, 
which is a storehouse of information. 
PUBLICITY WILL END VIVISECTION. 


Published by 
THE BRITISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION 


(The British Antt- Telegrams: 


Vivisection Society). “ ABOLITION,’’ LONDON. 
32, CHARING Telephone 
CROSS, S.W.1. City 8254, 


No Cruelty is Useful ‘Cice,, i 


CHAS W FARLEY 


dat. 


: No. 2.—Vol. XXIV, price 2d 


Che British Union for Abolition of Vivisection. 


(THE BRITISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.) 


FOUNDRESS: 
FRANCES POWER COBBE. 


Hon, Treasurer: 


Trustees: 


Rt. Hon. Viscount HARBERTON. 


PRESIDENT AND HON. SECRETARY: 
L.RCP., MRCS) GS Ape 


Chairman Central Committee: 
Rt. Hon. Viscount HARBERTON. 


WALTER R. HADWEN, J.P., M.D., 


Rt. Hon. Viscount HARBERTON. 


Mrs. A. MURIEL ROSCOE. 


Hon. Solicitor: 
E. HEYS JONES, Esq. 


All Communications should be addressed to the Secretary, 32, Charing Cross, London, S.W. 1. 


Parliamentary Representative: 
Lt.-Com. the Hon. J. M. KENWORTHY, M.P. 


Dr. W. R. HADWEN. 


Bankers: 
LLOYDS BANK, Lrp., 
16, St. James-street, London, S. W. 
Secretary: 
Miss BEATRICE E. KIDD. 


STEIN-WERTHEIM (Lady Ann Savile). 
The Marchioness LOMELLINI DI TABARCA. 
The Countess of AYLESFORD. 

The Countess of DUNRAVEN. 
Emma, Countess of RAVENSWORTH. 
The Viscountess BANGOR. 

The Viscountess BOLINGBROKE. 


H.S.H. Princess LUDWIG VON LOWEN- | 
| 
| 
The Viscount HARBERTON. | 


The 
The 
The 
The 
The 
The 
The 
The 


VICE-PRESIDENTS: 


Lord LANGFORD. / 
Lord TENTERDEN. | 
Lady TENTERDEN. | 
Lady WIMBORNE. | 
Lady BATTERSBA. 

Lady DUNBOYNE. 

Lady ROSMEAD. 

Lady KATHLEEN BUSHE. 


Countess de RIVAS. 

Baroness DE KNOOP. 

Judge ATHERLEY JONES. 
JOHN LEWIS, Esq. 

ARNOLD LUPTON, Esq. 

Mrs. ROSCOE. 

HAROLD WHISTON. Fsq 

J. FREDERICK GREEN, Esq. 


PARLIAMENTARY VICE-~PRESIDENTS: 
Lt.-Com. the Hon. J. M. KENWORTHY, M.P. 


C. G. AMMON,Esq,, MP: 

G. BARKER, Esq, M.P. 

Rt. Hon. J. R. CLYNES, M.P. 
ISAAC FOOT, Esq., M,P. 
Rt. Hon. J. HODGE, M.P. 


B. KENYON, Esa., 


M.P. 


GEORGE LANSBURY. ksqa, M.P, 


J. LORT-WILLIAMS, Esaq.. K.C., 
Vie 


M.P, 
McENTEE, Esq.. M.P 


Rt. Hon. Dr. MACNAMARA, M.P. 
Capt. J. O'GRADY, M.P. 

Rt. Hon. G. H. ROBERTS, M.P. 
Rt. Hon. J. H. THOMAS, M.P. 


Mrs. THOMSON. 

Sir A. E. PEASE, Bart. 
Miss CARRINGTON. 
Madame LILLI LEHMANN. 


HONORARY MEMBERS: 


Mrs. KENNERLEY RUMFORD (Clara Butt). 
Mrs. KITCHIN. 
Miss DOLORES DRUMMOND. 


Rev. F. B. MEYER, B.A.. ke ee “93 
WALTER R. HADWEN, Esa., ip. 
GERALD C. MABERLY, Esa., M. 


lations, freezing, drowning, &c. 


measures. 


with it. 


WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
Vivisection is in the hands of a small but in- 
fluential body of men, who must be carefully distinguished 
from doctors, few of whom have any acquaintance 


POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 
To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
compromise of any kind. 


THE LAST WORDS OF ITS FOUNDRESS. 


‘“To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 

“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 


Autobiography of F. P. COBBE, 
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last mentioned Society. 


[N.B.—The term ‘‘ British’ is absolutely essential ; 
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WHERE TO ECONOMISE. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


a CONOMY’” is in the air. TheGovernment of this | attendant advised—whether inoculations or vaccinations 
country appears determined to use “‘the axe,’? | —on pain of deprivation of medical benefit; 7.e., starved 
and, unlike the late administration, which into submission to his doctor. 
issued periodical demands to one or other In other respects also the medical bureaucrats, wire- 

Department to reduce its staff (which ‘“‘reduction’”” was | pulled by the great firms of manufacturing chemists, 

promptly shifted to another Department or distributed _ succeeded in so completely nobbling the late Government 

among the many) the present administration seems to | that vivisection has become one of the most richly 
be genuinely cutting down expenses. endowed institutions of the State. 

But the medical bureaucrats stick like limpets to the Mr. Lloyd George was easily persuaded that an organized 
rocks; there is no shifting them. During the Lloyd system of “‘ Research” was equally important with medical 
George régime the medicine men had the time of their supervision and treatment, and one penny per head of 
lives: never, as far,as one can remember, has there been insured persons was levied for this scheme under a clause 
a Chief Minister of State so completely led by the nose | in the National Health Insurance Bill, with the result 
by medical quacks and medical quackery as the late | that a yield of £60,000 per annum was bestowed upon 
Prime Minister. Had it not been for the interference of | the vivisectors. As is known, the British Union 
the British Union and the strong representations made by | strenuously opposed this iniquity, and but for the mis- 
its leaders to the effect that they would fight to the death, | guided interference of anti-vivisectionists outside the 
as was the case in regard to Compulsory Vaccination, ranks of the British Union, who clamoured for the reten- 
any further interference with liberty, we should have had tion of the clause, our Society might have defeated 
every individual belonging to the National Health | even this movement, as it did that in regard to compulsory 
Insurance compelled to accept any treatment the medical | medical treatment. By smart and not over-scrupulous 


18 


tactics—adopted probably because of the continued 
attacks of the British Union upon ministerial tyranny 
and the gradually increasing opposition throughout the 
country—the Research authority was shifted from the 
Ministry of Health to that of the Privy Council, and the 


was cast directly upon the tax-paying public. It was 
the last bit of medical trickery and extravagance 
associated with the late administration. 


Through the noble and courageous help of our Par- | 
liamentary representative, Commander Kenworthy, we | 


sought to undermine this shameful anomaly, by means 
of the Bill he introduced into the House of Commons 
last session demanding that no public money should be 
used for vivisectional purposes, and we were greatly 
encouraged by the splendid support which the measure 
received. 

If the new Government, which is looking out for objects 
on which to economise, will but turn to this richly 
endowed system, which represents not only cruelty but 
fooling of the most sublime description by men who find 
it almost impossible to formulate a sufficient number of 
silly ideas on which to. waste their time, they will not 
only find opportunities of saving money, but will also 
lessen materially the pain, suffering and death of human 
beings as well as of animals, and they will reap a harvest 
of gratitude from the hearts of all true humanitarians 
in the realm. 

Another source of saving of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds per annum will be found in the abolition of all 
State Offices and expenditure connected with the manu- 


facture of vaccine lymph; and by the disbandment of | 
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vaccination officers, public vaccinators, ef hoc genus 
omne. This system is the most useless, disgusting and 
dangerous ever linked up with a State; and it is surely 
time, at this “era of civilsation,” that a British 


| Government should be heartily ashamed of itself for 


annual subsidy—increased from £60,000 to £130,000— | having anything whatever to do with such a stupid relic 


of the superstitions of the 18th century, associated with 
the burning of witches, the hanging for sheep-stealing 


and belief in the absurd and disreputable folk-lore of 


those far-away days. 

No better way of celebrating the Jenner Centenary 
could be devised than that of the disestablishment and 
disendowment of vaccination, and the separation of all 


| forms of quackery which have been built up upon its 
_ rotten foundations—-such as vaccines and serums—from 
the interests of one of the Chief Departments of the 


State. We illustrated some time ago by an _ incident 
which had occurred at a provincial Health Department 


_ how officials of the Ministry of Health are unquestionably 


concerned in pushing these repulsive wares upon Medical 
Officers of Health, and there can be no doubt that some 
of the great chemical manufacturing firms are dictating 
the policy of those who have power in their hands. 
Nothing but the severance from the State of all par- 
ticipation in the advocacy of these disgusting preparations 
can remove public suspicion as to the motive which lies 


_ behind many of the instructions which emanate from 
responsible quarters. x 


If economy is to be practised, let it commence where 
most needed, and where the grossest extravagance reigns 
—among the medical bureaucrats of Whitehall and their 
progeny. 


Ghe Doplar Sinallpox Outbreak. 


" X Y HEN the Aporitionist for January went to press 


we had not obtained the data we had been seeking 
in regard to the Poplar smallpox cases,and we stated 
accordingly that “‘full details are yet to be furnished.” 

This was due to a curious mischance. It appears that 
the Member of Parliament who was obtaining these 
details for us, and who acted very kindly and promptly 
on our request, accidentally sent them, when they were 
received, to the wrong address! 
hands of another Society, which was able to utilize them, 
while we remained in the dark. 

Through the medium of a third party they eventually 
reached us—over a month after our effort to obtain them! 
Had we secured them earlier, Dr. Hadwen would have 
utilised them in the article he was then contributing to 
Truth. However, we will now deal with them. 


OUTSIDE POPLAR WORKHOUSE. 


The cases, as given from the Public Health Offices of 
Poplar, are thus classified :— 


Nine vaccinated (seven in infancy and two during the outbreak). 
Three unvaccinated. 
_ One concerning whose condition ve vaccination there is ‘‘no 
information. ” 
Deaths, four; two vaccinated, two unvaccinated. 
Comparing this information with that given by the 


Thus they fell into the | 


Metropolitan Asylums Board, we find that the latter 
(which, it must be remembered, supplies the material to 
the faculty for the usual boasts about case-fatality, 
though these could hardly be made in the present instance) 
contradicts it in certain particulars. Thus Mr. A. Powell, 
concerning whom Poplar gets “‘no information,” is coolly 
accepted by the M.A.B. as unvaccinated—of course! 
Charles Grainger, vaccinated (Poplar assures us) during 
the outbreak, is also ‘‘unvaccinated”’ so far as the M.A.B. 
is concerned. 


INSIDE POPLAR WORKHOUSE. 


The figures for the Workhouse are given by the M.A.B. 
as follows: 

Cases : 36, including 30 vaccinated, 5 unvaccinated and one 
‘‘doubtful.’’ 

Deaths: 9, including 6 vaccinated, 2 unvaccinated and one 
‘«doubtful.’’ 

The Poplar outbreak certainly does not help the case 
for vaccination, and the Ministry of Health has to 
confess that, taking the whole of the smallpox cases 
recorded in the first eleven months of last year, the 
vaccinated died at 4°4 per cent. and the unvaccinated 
(even those admitted by the M.A.B. as unvaccinated) 
at only 2°4 per cent. 
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A TOUR THROUGH CANADA 


and the STATES. 


Reminiscences and Reflections. 
By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


(Continued from January.) 


ALIFORNIA possesses the privilege 


cal issue, providing a minimum 
of 50,000 votes can be secured in 


SD) nay be placed ‘‘on the ballot’’; 
the State can then obtain the 
right to vote directly upon 
y, that measure independently of its 
" Senate. Every two years, there- 
fore, this privilege is put into 
execution, and every conceivable 
measure of a controversial nature 
is fought out from one end of the State to the other: all 
the men and women on the voters’ register thus con- 
stituting themselves their own Parliament. 

When I entered California at San Francisco, which 
lies at one end of it, it was in the throes of this vigorous 
contest, and as I passed from city to city through its 
long stretch of some 400 miles as far as to San Diego at its 
southern extremity I found myself in the midst of political 
excitement of the keenest description. Senators, judges, 
magistrates, were All appealing to the people, as were 
the advocates of every possible reform. Every hoarding 
was plastered with appeals on sheets in letters of a size 
that would stagger an Englishman, all of which would be 
illuminated by night; telegraph and telephone poles and 
roadside trees had cards of some kind nailed to them 
beseeching for a vote, “yes” or ‘no’; every motor car 
(and motor cars in California number one to every five 
of the inhabitants) advertised its favourite man or policy ; 
hillsides proclaimed in letters by day and lights by night 


the message of the party which had secured the site; | my hotel, Miss Rich came to me in great trouble; none 


and if every button for every cause had been worn by 
every man and every woman who had a leaning to one 


of a‘‘ Referendum.”’ In any politi- | 


upon it was one which no one need envy. It is the custom 
for each party to try to fix numbers on the voter’s mind. 
“Put ‘yes’ to No. 28,” “put ‘no’ to No. 16,” and so on. 


_ The illiterate must get sorely muddled and frequently 


favour-of a certain measure, it: | 


side or the other not even an East End coster decked out | 


? 


in his “‘pearlies” on Derby Day could have vied with an 
independent Californian voter. 


STRENUOUS ELECTIONEERING. 


votes; one hundred and fifty dollars, or £30, was quite 
a modest charge for an eighth of a page advertisement. 
Controversies in the Press ran riot; personalities 
flourished, nothing was considered too extreme to hurl 
at another man’s head; the big hotels had their largest 
rooms filled night after night with dinner parties of rival 
candidates, politicians and antagonistic schools of 


thought; and the clubs, which are simply innumerable | 


in the West and are founded on every possible pretext, 
had their luncheons enlivened by speeches for and against 
measures that had to be voted upon when the fateful day 
arrived. 

The amendment of the Californian anti-vivisectionists, 
demanding the prohibition of the practice of vivisection, 


was only one out of 30 other amendments which the | 


electors were expected to vote upon, and the task of a 
voter when he entered the polling booth, to wade through 
the long list and put “‘yes” or “no” 


to each measure | 


_ meetings, refused interviews. 
| against us. 


vote in a manner quite opposite from their intentions. 

The handbills distributed may be reckoned in: millions. 
I remember coming from a meeting in Los Angeles on the 
night before election day, and the wide streets looked just 
for all the world as if they had been subjected to a snow- 
storm, handbills were lying so thick upon the roads and 
pavements in all directions. It cannot be expected that 
electors will vote for more than a limited number of the 
questions in which they are most interested and which 
have been dinned with most persistence into their ears; 
the more questions there are to voted upon, the more 
negligent and muddled must the voter become. Every 
party is anxious for the newspapers to take up its case, 
and every device is adopted to gain admission to their 
columns. 

ATTITUDE OF THE PRESS. 

San Francisco lies on one side of the great harbour of 
San Francisco, and Oakland on the other. I stayed at 
Oakland, which was the headquarters of the Alameda 
County Anti-vivisection Society; San Francisco has a 
Society of its own. Mr. McHenry, who is a real stalwart 
in the cause and took the chair at most of the public 
meetings at which I spoke or debated, is President of the 
former Society, and Miss Selma Rich is the hon. secretary 
—one of the most devoted, intelligent and hardworking 
secretaries that I met with in my travels. She is whole- 
hearted in the cause. 

When I arrived at Oakland and had settled down at 


of the newspapers, she said, would take any notice of us, 
they would admit no news paragraphs, would not announce 
my coming, would not give space for announcements of 
Altogether, the Press was 
In despair she lifted her hands and said, 


_ “*T don’t know what we shall do!” 
The newspapers were crowded out with appeals for | 


“Never mind,” I remarked, “‘we must begin work and 
not worry. It will all come right.” 
I had hardly settled down to read my pile of letters 


_ after her departure than my telephone bell rang and a 


voice asked, “*Can I see you? I am a newspaper reporter.” 


_ I told him to come up to my bedroom; he represented the 


chief paper of the district, which had been the most 
obdurate in refusing support. 

He pulled out his notebook and his first question was: 
“What is your opinion of monkey glands for the re- 
juvenation of old men?” I laughed outright and 
answered: ‘* The biggest rubbish on the face of the earth.” 
He seemed delighted, and his pencil flew over the paper. 
For a quarter of an hour I just joked about the matter and 
told a story or two in that connection, and then tried to 
get to business in regard to the purpose of my visit, but 


| the newspaper-man always persisted in getting back to 


monkey glands. At last he departed, apparently delighted 
with the interview; whereas I felt it had been a waste of 
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time, for he seemed to ignore what I wanted him to listen 
to, Within a few hours the evening edition of his paper 
appeared, and there, sure enough, in huge headlines 
that literally “hit you in the eye,” glared: ‘‘Gland 
operation declared Fake by Dr. Hadwen. Famous 
British Surgeon says it is Absolute Rubbish and 
Useless.”’ The column article contained much that I 
had said and a good deal that I hadn’t. This is how the 
“high falutin’ commenced: 


“The interstitial gland operation which has been hailed by a 
credulous world as the pot of gold at the end of the Ponce de Leon’s 
rainbow quest was rejected with scorn and contumely by one of 
Europe’s most famous physicians, Dr. Walter Robert Hadwen, of 
Gloucester, England, who is a guest at the Hotel Oakland. 
‘An absurd superstition, readily embraced as a last chance by 
wealthy old roués, who would renew the excesses of their youth,’ 
is the way.in which the famous doctor defines the fashionable 
gland operation.” 


So it went on, and only in the last paragraph was the 
short announcement that I had come to the United States 
to lecture against vivisection, and adding: ‘‘He also 
holds some very pronounced views against antitoxin.”’ 

Within an hour after the issue of the paper, Miss Selma 
Rich came rushing to my room with her face radiant: ‘“Have 
you seen it? Look here! Isn’t it splendid?’’ I laughed 
and said: ‘‘That will do all right to begin with.” 

Soon after, others called, saying “‘ everybody was talking 
and laughing about the monkey gland cure.” Later in 
the evening Mr. McHenry, the President, came, and 
wanted me to go off almost immediately to deliver an 
address at the Franco-American League, as had been 
arranged by its president. The meeting was held in a 
very large room, around which, in tiered rows, the members 
sat—all French-Americans—most of them smoking. 
In the centre were official-looking tables similarly 
arranged to those J had seen in Good Templar Lodges. 


[(}| oa 
‘i a (ae 1 
S/N 

=| 


Hi finn, 
hak 


; || Lt (UH 


Oakland City Hall. 


_At the end, on a raised platform, sat the President and 
_ officials; speakers for and against the various measures 


on the ballot went to the platform and delivered their 
orations. There were some very fine speeches, which, 
for the most part, were received with considerable 
enthusiasm. My turn did not come until 10.15. My 
demand for the prohibition of vivisection was heartily 
received and applauded and there was no opposition. 
Thus ended my first day in California. 

When I reached my hotel I was told that I had been 
‘rung up’ three times, and the gentleman would call 
me up first thing in the morning. Before I was out of 
bed “the gentleman” kept his word! It was the editor 
of an opposition paper to that which had already inter- 
viewed me, and he wanted to know if it was all true 
what the other fellow had said about monkey glands. 
I cautiously answered: ‘‘A good deal of it.”” He wanted 
to know if I could tell him some more. I thought I had 
said about enough on that subject and suggested he 
should make a re-hash of the other interview. But he 
was persistent, so I gave him some more information 
as the Press seemed bent on sensationalism, and I felt 
it would all bring grist to my mill ultimately. At last 
he said, “‘I hear you are great on germs, can you tell me 
something about them?” So I told him, and overheard 
him whisper to someone in the office, “‘I’m getting some 
good copy.” 

Then came the flaring edition; the headings were 
bigger than ever: ‘“‘Gland Cure for Old Age scoffed 
at. Dr. Walter Robert Hadwen, of England, visiting 
Oakland, Calls Latest Craze Absurdity.”’ The 
writer retailed in his own way a story [ told him of a man 
who had been operated on\in Paris’ and returned to 
England “‘completely rejuvenated.” ; 


“In his enthusiasm he decided to deliver a lecture on the subject, 
telling others to ‘go and do likewise.’ But his new ‘youth’ did 
not hold out long enough, and the day before he was to deliver his 
lecture the enthusiast fell sick and quietly turned up his toes to 
the daisies.” 


A bit about germs followed, but the editor evidently 
thought the monkey gland business the best catch. 

Another paper, which had not interviewed me at all, 
took up the running, and this is how his imagination 
worked. In huge headlines. ‘“‘Monkey Gland Fad 
‘Tommy Rot,’ says English Physician”; and the 
article began thus :— 

“Monkey glands, vivisection, and indefinite life societies are 
‘tommy-rot’; prohibition is ‘top-hole’—a fine thing—and 
Americans are ‘delightful people but inclined to be a trifle too 
fast,’ in the opinion of Dr. Walter Robert Hadwen, one of England’s 
most famous physicians, who is at Hotel Oakland in the course 
of a tour in the interests of anti-vivisection. ‘We all have to die 
sooner or later, and with most of us it is sooner,’ declared Dr. 
Hadwen to-day. ‘Rich old men, who think they can renew the 
excesses of their youth by having monkey glands substituted for 
their worn-out organs, or who join some weird cult to prolong life, ~ 
are doomed to disappointment.’ ”’ 

Needless to say, the whole of that was pure invention. 
But it was all good for advertisement, and the next 
thing was a ring up from the leading paper in San 
Francisco, who sent over a special interviewer. He 
evidently thought monkey glands had gone far enough, 
so he got me on to “‘germs” straight away. The curious 
fact about this interviewer was that he never made a 
solitary note, but was very keen in his interrogatories. 
When he left, I thought to myself: “I shan’t get much 
out of him,” but to my surprise, there was a whole 
column next morning with the usual big headings: 
‘‘Doctor calls Fear of Germs Superstition. Fal- 
lacious Theory declared to be basis of Modern 
Science.” : 
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The article began in this way :— 
“The lowly peat. for years the terror of osculating sweethearts 
and anxious young mothers, is a myth, a superstition, and a 


mad antiquated theory of the medical profession, according to 
Dr. Walter R. Hadwen. a 


After a long dissertation on these lines he went on: 

“Although Dr. Hadwen is more British than the Prince of 
Wales in appearance and conversation, he has managed to pick 
up two very expressive bits of American slang during his travels 
BELG oa: 

“The first one,’ said the writer, was: ‘‘That’s all 
there is—there isn’t any more’; which was quite news 
to me! The article went on:— 

“The second colloquial gem came when Dr. Hadwen became 
engrossed in his favourite topic, the much-maligned and innocuous 


germ. ‘You Americans have coined a word that just expresses 
what I think of this superstition called the ‘germ theory,’ he 
declared. ‘Let me see now—ah, I have it! It’s bunk!’ Dr. 


Hadwen chuckled at the aptness of his expression and launched 
into an exposition of his views.” 

As a matter of fact this interesting reporter himself 
suggested the word to me, and invented the rest, at the 
same time doing most of the chuckling; but in the 
‘““exposition of my views”? which followed, he compiled 
one of the best things that was done during my travels, 
and I was amazed at the cleverness of it, considering he 
had not once used pencil or paper. 

By this time all the Press had become alive. 
from reports of my meetings, every day there was some- 
thing in the news columns; and editors frequently rang 
me up or sent messengers to get my views on weird points. 
The enemy at this juncture appeared to realize the 
necessity of counteracting this Press output, and one 
morning appeared on the front page of a leading San 
Francisco journal in very prominent type: “‘ Medical 
Research; ‘United States Professor tells of Vivisectiow. 
By Walter C. Alvarez, M.D., Professor of Research 
Medicine, University of California Medical School.” The 
article occupied a whole column, and in the midst of a 
great deal of balderdash occurred the following subtle 
reference to me :—- 

“Unfortunately, there are a few aged individuals with medical 
degrees who are willing to earn their livings by vilifying the great 
leaders of their profession, and attempting to prove that medicine 
has not advanced in the slightest since 1850. No educated person 
to-day can be taken in by such arguments.’ 

On reading that I straight away ‘phoned Mrs. Britton, 
the President of the San Francisco Anti-vivisection 
Society—one of the smartest, most indefatigable and 
intelligent women in our movement—asked her to 
accompany me to the newspaper office, and I forthwith 
took boat across the harbour—about an hour from Oakland. 


Apart 


REPLY TO DR. ALVAREZ. 


I at once saw the editor, who was exceedingly courteots. 
“TI see you have a fairly strong attack upon me in your 
paper this morning,” | remarked, “I have come to see 
you about it.”” He laughed and said: “I suppose you 
want to reply.” ‘‘Yes,”’ I answered, ‘“‘that’s it exactly.” 
‘All right,”’ said he, ‘“‘I shall be delighted. Let me have 
700 to 800 words to-day and you shall have the same 
position on the front page as your opponent.” I told him 
I was booked up the whole of the day and had no time to 
write, but if he could possibly supply me with a steno- 
grapher I would dictate a reply at once. “Certainly,” 
he answered, calling a young lady into his office, and I 
answered the article point by point. When the con- 
tribution appeared, I found that the transcriber had done 
her work perfectly, and in similar large headlines to 
those over my opponent’s article, was printed— 

“For Animals. Anti-vivisector Defends Stand. Answers 
Critic.” I heard no more of Dr. Alvarez. 


In reply to the personal attack, I answered as follows :— 

“T should be as much justified in earning my living by lecturing 
in defence of animals as Dr. Alvarez considers himself justified 
in earning his living by torturing them. But, as a matter of fact, 
such is my own regard for these poor creatures, that I sacrifice 
time, money—everything—for the purpose of defending them, 
and I have never taken a fee for any lecture that I have delivered 
in the whole of my public life.” 


THE PRESS GAINED. 


Irom that time onward, I had no complaint to make 
about lack of publicity; all the great daily newspapers 
were generous to a degree, and not only manifested 
remarkable impartiality but on the whole were more 
favourable than otherwise. 


But they were all anxious to get something out of the 
common, I was rung up one day by an editor of a big 
newspaper in Oakland to inform me that the Senate had 
just passed a resolution for every dog to be inoculated 
with rabies virus, and he wished to have my opinion 
about it. The fact that’such resolutions are put forward 
from time to time illustrates the methods by which the 
vivisectors get the ropes into their hands. Such an absurd 
idea as the compulsory vaccination of all dogs would 
stand no chance in a Referendum; but insidious pressure 
is brought to bear quietly upon the legislative bodies. 
When one considers the amount of virus that would be 
required, and the host of officials who would have to be 
employed to find the dogs, vaccinate them and prosecute 
those owners who attempted to evade the law, it is clear 
that laboratory specialists and officials would soon build 
up an enormously profitable business for themselves, 
the needless expense of which would fall upon the public. 
It is to the interest of those running these schemes to 
raise periodic scares about rabies, and at such times 
any homeless dog is liable to be called mad. Dogs 
deprived of certain necessary elements in their diet, 
dogs suffering from fits, dogs in a state of terror—all 
are liable on occasions to simulate the condition generally 
known as rabies; while there is no certain diagnostic 
test of the disease.* 

The editor wanted to know what I thought about the 
proposed law. 


I replied, *“‘ There is no such thing as rabies virus and 
I doubt if there is any such disease as rabies. I have 
never yet seen a case.”’ 

‘“What!”’ cried my interviewer in amazement; I could 


almost see his blanched countenance through the telephone 
transmitter. ‘“‘Do you mean it?” he asked quite 
tragically. 

» Of-course-I dor? 

‘““Will you be in if I send one of my reporters round 
immediately ?”’ 

‘““Certainly,’’ I answered. 


DOG VACCINATION ORDER WITHDRAWN. 


In ten minutes he was in my room. Such heterodoxy 
gave great joy in journalisitc circles, and a fresh vein 
was opened for controversy. The order for vaccinating 
dogs was soon after withdrawn, and I dare say the ridicule 
it met with did something towards its defeat. 


* Dr. Stillman, an American physician, in a letter to the Humane 
Pleadey dated. March 27, 1922, tells the following story: ‘“‘ We sent 
the head of a harmless little dog, without any disease symptoms 
whatever, to Cornell College, and it was promptly pronounced 
rabid. It was simply a put-up job on the part of humanitarians 
to see whether the discovery (e.g., the diagnosis of rabies by the 
presence of ‘negri bodies’) was reliable and scientific.” Hundreds 
of instances are on record in which simple animal disorders have 
been wrongly diagnosed “rabies.” 
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published in Oakland, 


Another daily newspaper the 
Post Enquirer, followed the lead, and asked me for an 
interview in regard to the new order for vaccinating 


dogs, which had been originated by Dr. Foster, Health 
Officer of the City. To my amazement, within a few 


hours this enterprising editor published his paper with 
a great picture 17 inches by 8 inches right across the 
page, of which I append a reduced reproduction. It 
was supposed to be a conference of dogs. Over the top 
in great letters ran: ‘‘ Younger Canine Generation Opposes 
New Vaccination Rule,” and underneath, these mysterious 
headlines:—Contact, Scientific Dog, says ‘‘Doc.” 
Foster's Right in Stand. ‘‘Doggone Anti’s” Quote 
Hadwen, say Vaccination unnecessary. 


‘“Contact, scientific dog, whose offices are at the 
University of California,’’ quoted ‘‘Doc.” Foster in 


vaccination. ‘“‘Hercules, erudite young 
who has been appointed President of the 
Anti-vaccination Society’ ”’ replied to “‘Con- 
tact’s’’ remarks by quoting “‘ Doc. Hadwen, noted British 
Anti-vivisectionist, who is now in Oakland,” and they 
slanged each other backwards and forwards for all they 
were worth, but ‘“‘Hercules” had decidedly the best of 
the arguments. The reader was informed that *‘ Among 
others who discussed the situation were Prunella, ardent 
Suffragette, who is Secretary of the Society; Lucky 
Boy, treasurer; Michael Angelo de Mutt, Pompey and 
Spot,’? and in conclusion, the reporter of the spirited 
conference informs his readers: ‘“‘A further meeting of 
the Society has been called in the near future.” 

That’s how they do things in America! 

Dr. Holmes, Professor of Zoology at the University of 
California, tried to save the situation by writing to one 
of the San Francisco papers about Pasteur’s work on 
anthrax, etc., and I was on the point of going over to 
secure the insertion of a reply when I heard he had agreed 
to debate with me, so I decided to withhold my answer 
until the debate was over. It was then published and I 
heard no more of Dr. Holmes. 

For some time before my arrival my anti-vivisection 
friends had been trying to arrange debates-in the cities 
on both sides of the harbour, and especially at Berkeley, 
where the enormous University of California, which 
accommodates 18,000 students, is situated. The League 
of Women Voters—an exceedingly large organization— 
asked to be allowed to organize the debate, for which 
they undertook all outlay. This request was granted, 
and they communicated with the President of the 


favour of 
aristocrat, 
‘Doggone 


University, desiring him to undertake the role of 
antagonist or to provide someone else. This he declined 
for himself, but recommended a Mr. Chester Rowell, one 
of the Regents of the University, who, before I arrived, 
had been writing numerous very shallow newspaper 
articles in favour of vivisection, in which he bitterly 
attacked anti-vivisectionists. Mrs. Herrick, the Pre- 
sident of the Women’s League, rang me up and read a 
very hesitating letter she had received from Mr. Chester 
Rowell, in which he doubted if he might be able to comply 
on account of engagements. I said “at once that I never 
debated with a layman, as it was unfair to the latter and 
was no advantage to our side, as the enemy could say I 
should have been beaten if a medical opponent had attacked 
me. Besides which, I objected to Mr. Chester Rowell 
personally, as he knew nothing of the subject and relied 
solely upon vituperative personalities. I was, however, 
ready to meet any medical opponent. 

Before my objections could be forwarded, Mr. Chester 
Rowell had again written, and was evidently very nervous 
about the matter. He wanted to lay down certain absurd 
conditions by which the debate should be restricted to 
what he called the political aspect of the question as 
represented by the Prohibition Bill, and not to the 
benefits or otherwise of vivisection. This was ‘phoned 
me and I replied: ‘‘The political aspect embraces all 
aspects of the question and I decline all conditions except 
those of absolute fairness in debate.” This, naturally, 
did not suit my tentative antagonist; he thus secured 
the result he had played for and retired; fortunately, 
however, Dr. Holmes, confident in the case he had pre- 
sented in the San Francisco Press, offered to take his 
place, an offer I accepted without hesitation. 

DEBATE AT BERKELEY. 

The debate duly came off, under the presidency of 
Mrs. Herrick, in the great Auditorium at Berkeley, 
which was packed with students and professors of the 
University and a very large public. The arrangement 
made by the League was that I should take the affirmative 
in half-an-hour’s speech, that my opponent should answer 
in another half-hour, then a quarter-of-an-hour each to 
be followed by questions from the audience, with a final 
ten minutes from me. Dr. Holmes was, personally, 
quite courteous throughout, but allowed the students, 
without restraint, to behave in a very rowdy manner, 


-and permitted one of them to read a silly personal allusion . 


to me—having no bearing on the subject—which appeared 
in the British Medical Journal over 20 years ago, I 
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found out Bears that Dr. Holmes had been privy 
to this exhibition of weakness and bad taste. 

Knowing by experience that medical opponents never 
answer anything, and feeling assured that Dr. Holmes 
had staked his position in the article he had published in 
the San Francisco newspaper and that a repetition of 
this would form his defence, I spent my half-hour in 
picking that article to pieces, so that when he got up to 
reply, he seemed absolutely dumbfounded. I had robbed 
him of his “‘case’’ and he was evidently “‘stumped.”” He 
had difficulty in filling up his time, and without answering 
anything he fulfilled my expectations and confined him- 
self to repe ating what I had already dealt with. 

In the course of the evening a medical student rushed 
up with a tube of anthrax germs which he asked me to 
swallow, saying he would swallow the other half provid- 
ing he was vaccinated beforehand. There was great 
cheering and then a breathless pause, during which I 
told the audience that my young friend could do as he 
liked, but I was very particular as to what J ate or drank, 
and did not believe in swallowing any rubbish that others 
might provide for me. Hisses and cheers mingled, and 
great hubbub ensued. At the close of the debate I shook 
hands with my opponent and remarked that we had had 
a capital time. He pathetically answered: ‘‘I am very 
glad it is over,” and I am sure he meant it. The students 
came around me in crowds and asked endless questions, 
which convinced me, by their intelligent and enquiring 
nature, that, for the most part, seed had been sown 
which would one day bear fruit. 


THE AFTERMATH OF PRESS CONTROVERSY. 


It formed, of course, fine copy for the newspapers, 
and the bold headlines such as “Scoffer at Germ Theory 


Spurns ‘Anthrax’ drink.”’ ‘‘Hadwen is Hissed when he 
Raps University California. Dodges Germ Test 

‘* Beakers of Anthrax Germs refused by) Hadwen,” and so 
on. Some more sedate ones headed their report: ‘‘ Vivi- 
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section subject of strenuous Debate.” “‘Opponent of Germ 
Theory makes Reply.’ It made the public talk and think, 
and my friends and I were satisfied. 

Ivery. day was filled up with meetings of one kind and 
another, and in between I was kept busy replying to 
newspaper attacks from medical men in the cities I had 
already visited. When I was able to spare the time, 
some of the kind friends took me for long motor drives 
through extensive stretches of country and_ beautiful 
forest. 

A large meeting was held at the Ahmes Temple, and 
on another occasion I addressed several dozen members 
of the American Legion after their luncheon—a fine set 
of men who had been in the War, nearly all of them 
six feet high and well proportioned; they gave me a 
very hearty welcome. Two large meetings were held in 
San Francisco in the capacious building belonging to 
‘‘Native Sons of the Golden West,’’ and so on: At all 
these meetings numerous questions were asked, and 
occasionally some opposition was raised, but nothing of 
any importance. The chief centres of opposition were 
at Palo Alto and San José. The former is distant some 
20 or 30 miles from San Francisco, and is the centre of 
the Stanford University. A debate was arranged at the 
Community House in connection with what was cailed 
The Open Forum. The terms arranged were that I should 
have 45 minutes to open, opponents to have 45 minutes in 
five-minute speeches; and then that I should reply to 
the whole in a quarter-of-an-hour’s address. The Com- 
munity House was packed to overflowing with professors, 
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students and the public; there was not standing room. 
Great excitement prevailed immediately I had finished 
my opening speech and the opposition began. 


THE FORUM DEBATE. 

The first to speak was Dr. Meyer, Professor of Anatomy, 
who at once commenced with personalities of a very 
foolish description, reading from an old number of the 
British Medical Journal in which the President of the 
English Society of Public Vaccinators had charged me 
with associating myself with a quack remedy for smallpox ; 
he made no attempt to answer any of my arguments. He 
was followed by Dr. Martin, Professor of Physiology; 
Franklin, Professor of Chemistry ; Dr. Holman, 
Professor of Bacteriology; the Right Rev. Monsignor 
J. M. Gleason, and two or three others. Not one of 
them answered a single point I adduced, but I never 
before experienced such continuous rudeness and abuse. 
The medical students, needless to say, followed the bad 
example of their teachers, though, upon the whole, the 
conduct of the professors was worse than that of the 
students. The affair created so much stir that meetings 
were called to discuss the advisability of discontinuing 
the debates, but in the correspondence which ensued it 
was pointed out that more Open Forums were needed 
rather than fewer, so that “‘people who don’t know 
how to behave ina dtbate will have opportunity to learn.” 

I think the most extraordinarv speaker of the evening 
was the Vicar-General of the Roman Catholic Church. 
In the most insulting manner he asked: ‘‘ Who is this man, 
I should like to know, who sets himself up against all the 
scientific men of the day? All the Universities of the 
State—I may say of the world—are against him, all the 
learning of the greatest scholars is opposed to him; and 
he has the impudence to come here and set himself up 
as an authority to teach the whole world. And what 
have we listened to from him? Nothing but a lot of 
tommy-rot. Here is just one single man against the 
combined wisdom of the Universe.”? Thus he filled up 
some seven minutes, and every sentence was punctuated 
with loud cheers and applause and stamping of feet 
from the professors and students, as if they had gone frantic. 

When my turn came to reply, I quietly answered each 
professor and medical man in turn until I reached the 
ecclesiastic, when I said :— 
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“The reverend gentleman has spoken with indighatics against 
me, because, he says, I stand alone against the combined wisdom 
of the whole world. I notice that that gentleman carries a crucifix 
of which he appears to be proud. It is the effigy of a Man who 
stood alone in His day for the truth which He held. The Latin, 
Grecian and Hebrew worlds were pitted against Him. He stood 
alone that day, and the political, scientific and religious powers 
united together to crucify Him, because He had dared to 
convict them of error and 
wrong-doing. And this reverend 
gentleman who has just spoken, 
confesses to-day by the position 
he occupies and the crucifix he 
wears, that that solitary Man of 
2,000 years ago was rightfand/the 
whole scientific world was wrong. 


Ladies and gentlemen, history 
has a habit of repeating itself.” : Le 
This brought the house es i “a 


down with the most deafen- mae 


ing applause, many of the 
students even joining in, 
but all the professors sat 
grim and silent as I stood 
pointing my finger at the 
priest, who looked ghastly. 
Recovering himself he 
turned to a lady next him 


and said: “This fellow 
only does this for what he can ge® out of it.” He 
had addressed the wrong party. ‘‘You ought to be 


she retorted, 
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ashamed of yourself,” “every follower of 
Christ should be ashamed of you.”’ I watched him soon 
after unobtrusively wedge his way out through the crowd. 

At San José challenges to debate had been sent out, 
but they had all been refused; nevertheless, when we 
arrived at the large hall, we found practically all the 
medical men of the city gathered together and we guessed 
something was in the wind. Soon after Mr. McHenry 
had opened the meeting by saying that no one had accepted 
the offer of debate, a doctor rose from the body of the 
hall and said: ‘‘If Dr. Hadwen is prepared to debate 
we can provide him with an opponent.” I said ‘“‘Cer- 
tainly; we will arrange terms at once.’ These were 
quickly settled and he went out and fetched in the Pro- 
fessor of Anatomy who had behaved so badly at Palo 
Alto a few nights before. When he came on to the 
platform I rose and offered to shake hands with him, 
but he refused, which appeared to make a bad impression 
on the audience. One called out,‘*‘ You are licked before 
you start,’ and another cried, ‘‘Even prizefighters shake 
hands.” “The very idea! Can you beat that?’ some 
female voice rang out. 

Dr. Meyer’s conduct throughout was, if possible, 
worse than at Palo Alto, and I think it was generally 
conceded that the impression he made even upon his own 
colleagues, with, of course, some few exceptions, was 
anything but flattering to himself. He knew nothing of 
his subject, and therefore could answer nothing and was 
obliged in his weakness to revert to personalities, which 
was strongly resented by the audience. He proved a 
very easy prey for me. At the close of the meeting a 
great many doctors gathered round me to discuss the 
matter further. Some were grossly insulting and others 
quite courteous. Very lengthy reports appeared in the 
Press next day. In the course of one descriptive account, 


the report ran :— 

“There had been whispers around town that prominent doctors 
who believe in vivisection would be present and ask pertinent 
questions. But no one expected what actually happened. A 
high school auditorium audience lifted to such excitement that it 
broke into alternate thunderous applause, first the pros., then the 
anti’s, and so frightened one nervous woman into hysterics.” 
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Reterine: to the Stanford Professor’s refusal to shake 
hands, the report continued :— 


“Tt was evident that the Stanfordite had gotten off to a wrong 
start. But Dr. Hadwen, courteously ignoring the refused hand- 
shake, squared his shoulders, lifted his gray head, let loose his 
pleasant flow of good English and elucidated his objections to the 
practice of vivisection. ” 

Most of the papers, with 
prodigious headlines, 
devoted several columns to 
the details of the debate, 
and one paper published a 
long editorial article, 
headed across the page, 
‘“Medical Men did more 
Harm to their Own Cause 
than to Anti -vivisection,”’ 
in the course of which the 
writer observed :— 

“Both at Palo Alto and San 
José the defenders of vivisection 
are reported to have descended 
to personalities, failing to keep 
on the high plane of civilized 
discussion upon which Dr. 
Hadwen is declared to have 
stayed throughout. . . When 
an Englishman is speaking, 
Americans should take special pains to treat him fairly, for the 
reason that the reputation of Englishmen for fair play is very 
high, and therefore, in a very real sense, our own national honour 
is at stake when Englishmen address us. 

Ina concluding 

‘Every real friend of science regrets the attitude some medical 
men have taken at these meetings. It is to be hoped that this 
attitude is not characteristic of the profession as a whole. It is 
to be hoped that these regrettable occurrences will cause medical 
men who genuinely Cherish the ideal of level-headed’ adherence 
to scientific principles in the public forum as well as in the 
laboratory to protest against such actions by some members of 
their profession. For if men of science can’t be scientific, what’s 
the use of hoping that the principles of science will ultimately 
permeate society as a whole? In short, gentlemen of the medical 
profession, some of your sincerest friends and admirer; feel like 
crying out to you not the familiar admonition have a heart! but 
the equally important one, have a head! 

This drew forth some bitter personal attacks on the 
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editor as well as on myself, and I was kept busy some. 


time afterwards replying to my enraged and very silly 
and abusive opponents. 

My last meeting in North California was held at San 
Francisco, when I was asked by members of the 
Chiropractors’ College, from which a great many students 
came to listen, to deliver a lecture on ‘‘ Vaccination and 
the Germ Theory,”? which was followed by numerous 
interesting questions. In the afternoon preceding it 
Mr. Evanon, a Hawaiian Professor of Music, took me and 
other friends in his motor for a long and lovely drive 
to Stanford University, which comprises a series of most 
beautiful buildings and accommodates 3,000 students. 

Next morning at 8 a.m. I started for San Luis Obispo, 
on my way to Southern California, having spent ten 
eventful days in the neighbourhood of the ‘“‘City of 
Romance” which stands by the ‘Golden Gate.” 

I reached San Luis Obispo at 3.30 p.m., andI was heartily 
welcomed by Mrs. Hildegard Cox and a lady friend, 
and after my baggage had been deposited at the house of 
the former, who is the devoted hon. secretary of the 
local Society, and an intensely energetic and cultured 
woman, they drove me all over the city. It is a most 
interesting spot, forming a lofty basin surrounded by 
the mighty peaks of the Santa Lucia mountains. It 
lies only a few miles from the Pacific port from which 
more petroleum oil is shipped than from any other port 


(their gratuities by way of additional punishment. I 
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Here too are the largest almond plantings in the world. 


some of which hold a million barrels of oil, brought by | For miles and miles along the slopes of the hills stand 


pipes tunnelled through the mountains for a distance 
of 60 miles. 

The city lies on the line of the. old Spanish Mission 
Stations which were built—a day’s journey apart-—all 
through California in the days of yore when the Franciscan 
Monks, to whom the West owes so much, cultivated the 
land by the help of the native Indians. The name 
signifies ‘‘The City of the Bishop.” The population is 
small compared with those cities I had already visited 
—about 8,000—but the stretch of cultivated land outside 
is immense. There are great cattle ranches of ten to 
fifty thousand acres each, held by the descendants of the 
old Spanish lords. The grain ranches too are enormous. 


the almond trees, occupying 30,000 acres, and peach 
groves stretch as far as the eye can scan. William 
Randolph Hearst, the great newspaper proprietor, has 
the most magnificent ranch house in the county, sur- 
rounded by nearly 100,090 acres. Opposite is a sketch 
of the Hearst Rancho, which gives a good idea of the old 
Spanish “Mission style andthe rolling, mountainous 
country in which it is situated. 
The meeting that we held here was a very interesting 
one. Judge Norton presided, and I was informed that 
we had the largest company ever before present at a 
lecture. I left again by the midnight train for Los 
Angeles, where I arrived at 7:45 next morning. 


(Lo be continued.) 


Che Epticles in “Gruth,” . 


E owe to the Editor of Truth a debt of gratitude 
and some meed of admiration for his courage in 
opening his columns to our President’s articles, 
first on ‘‘The Fraud of Inoculation,’’ and afterwards on 
“The Fraud of Vaccination,” &c. The latter article, 
which appeared on January 3, caused a phenomenal run 
on the paper, which, we hear, was very rapidly sold out. 


The editorial comments were as follows :— 


THE STATE AND! VACCINATION. 


On another page is published an article by Dr, W. R. Hadwen 
on what he calls “' The Fraud of Vaccination.” The responsibility 
for the statements and statistics rests with Dr. Hadwen, but it 
seems to me that the case he makes goes far to justify those who 
have no belief in this unpleasant nostrum. What impresses me 
as much as anything else is the attitude of many scientific men 
on this question. Dr. Hadwen refers to Dr. Russel Wallace and 
Dr. Charles Creighton. In private life I have come across at 
least two intelligent doctors who owned to scepticism about the 
value of vaccination. Sir Watson Cheyne only a few years ago 
used deprecatory language about the use of vaccines generally, 
and he is not the only eminent man in the profession who has 
spoken in the same sense. 

In view of the fact that vaccination has now fallen into disuse 
among a considerable section of the population, with no visible 
evil results either to them or to their neighbours, it seems to me 
that the time has come when the State ought to reconsider its 
patronage of the operation. It is essentially a repulsive process, 
and sometimes positively injurious. It involves continuously a 
huge expenditure of money, public and private. When a scare 
like the recent one arises it must cost in one way and another 
some hundreds of thousands of pounds. I saw it stated the other 
day that one country Board of Guardians had to pay a bill for 
#100 for the vaccination of 300 cases in one week. If all this 
money is being paid to doctors for nothing, or worse than nothing, 
the repeal of the Vaccination Acts would be in these penurious 
days a useful adjunct to the “Geddes Axe.” 

One thing is quite certain. When vaccination has become 
pretty much a matter of option for the community in general 
there can be no excuse for any Government department to use its 
powers to enforce the vaccination of its own employees. I 
¢ommented the other day upon the action of the War Office in 
not only discharging soldiers for objecting to be vaccinated, but, 
by a forced interpretation of its own regulations, robbing them of 
am now 
told by a cotrespondent that officers have actually been informed 
at one station—and if at one, presumably at others—that they 
must have their wives vaccinated! If a wife refuses to undergo 
the treatment, apparently either the husband is to suffer at the 
hands of the military authorities for the lady’s contumacy or at 
the hands of the civil authorities for procuring a violent ‘assault 
upon her. Now that we have 145 Labour members in Parliament, 
perhaps one will be found to protest against a Government depart- 
ment arrogating to itself powers over its subordinates which no 
private employer would dare to assume, 


We also have been approached about the difficulties of 
officers’ wives. We advise them to note that they are 
perfectly entitled to refuse to be “‘assaulted.”’ If one 
really valuable officer would set the fashion and risk dis- 
missal from the Forces, probably no more would be heard of 
this attempted petty persecution. 

In the issue of the following week the Editor himself 
wrote an article aptly entitled “The Birth of the 
Vaccination Fraud,’’ in which he exposed the- very 
meagre credentials possessed by Jenner, and the astonish- 
ingly small amount of evidence he even attempted to 
present with his “‘discovery.”’ The Editor writes :— 

“What strikes me as most remarkable about the whole story is 

the ease with which Jenner got his theory accepted. It is true 
‘that medical research was a very different thing in the early days 
of the nineteenth century from what it is to-day; but even then 
the picture of the whole of the Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons 
swallowing the theory of an unqualified country apothecary based 
on one totally unreliable experiment seems hardly credible. 
His methods were those of the quack, but of the self-deluded 
quack. But how any real scientist can accept his theories to-day 
seems astounding, except under the supposition that they have 
been supported by later and more conclusive experiments.” 

Such experiments were, of course, never made; all the 
reference is invariably to Jenner. Moreover, the Editor 
of Truth might have gone further back into history, and 
shown that Jenner was not even the originator of the 
operation of vaccination. Benjamin Jesty was the first 
vaccinator fifteen years earlier. Jenner, like Pasteur, 
gained his glory by borrowed plumes. 

On January 17 another article by Dr. Hadwen appeared 
in Truth under the title ‘‘Sanitation versus Vaccination— 
the Origin of Smallpox,”’ in which he related his experience 
of the various smallpox epidemics which he has made it 
his business to investigate. 

On January 24 the Editor contributed a very clever 
criticism of two letters of opponents which he published 
in that issue, and a letter from Dr. Hadwen’s pen appears 
in the issue of January 31. 

The medical papers have, up to the date of our 
going to press, kept discreetly silent about the articles 
in Truth, although they must be aware of the sen- 
sation they have caused. Believers in vaccination 
and inoculation are beginning to feel that their best 
policy is in “lying low and saying nuffin’,” so far as 
controversy is concerned. That negative policy is a 


useful adjunct to the aggressive one of calling out for 


the vaccination of all and sundry in those organs of the 
Press that aid and abet commercialism. 
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CURIOUS MEDICAL POLEMICS. 


S will be seen by Dr. Hadwen’ S 
description of his American tour, 
the medical men in most of the 
* places he visited had evidently 
been carefully instructed to oppose 
him, the most unscrupulous and 
entirely false statements being 
made concerning his status and 
the purpose and conditions 
his lecturing. Somebody in 
this country may have prepared “and forwarded the 
“coaching”? material; or-.it may be that files of the 
British medical papers were collected by the Medical 
Association of the United States, and their pages 
laboriously scrutinised with a view to its discovery. 
The campaign of calumny still continues. 

Perhaps the funniest instance of the result of the process 
is to be seen in the Daily Times of Victoria, B.C. A 
medical contributor to that paper has discovered that 
‘Dr. Hadwen’s obituary notice has already appeared 
as far as the Lancet is concerned,’’ and it was published 
on March 26, 1898. He darkly hints that in the year 
1898 something dreadful was done by Dr. Hadwen, 
which was construed as “an affront to the profession.” 

Our local friends, valiantly on the defensive but unable 
to deal with this mysterious accusation, passed it on, 
as expeditiously as the intervening thousands of miles 
permitted, to our President, who had no idea to what it 
referred. ‘However, he ordered a copy of the Lancet of 
the date indicated, and considers that the unearthing of 
a joke which he had missed at the time was well worth 
the half-crown charged for this ancient copy of our famous 
medical journal. Therein, sure enough, 
ence to the ‘‘affront,”’ and. this is wherein it consisted. 

THE DARING HERBALIST. 

In 1898, a smallpox epidemic occurred at Middles- 
brough, and the more enlightened inhabitants of that 
town of mushroom growth, being well aware of the 
conditions under which the jerry- built houses had suddenly 
appeared over their northern swamps, invited Dr. 
Hadwen to give a lecture on vaccination. He readily 
assented, making up his mind to investigate the sanitary 
conditions and to visit the Smallpox Hospital wards at 
the same time. A notice was inserted in the local paper 
to the effect that Dr. Hadwen had consented to visit 
Middlesbrough, and that those who were willing to help 
to make the meeting a success might communicate with 
the writer. Now here cones in jhe ““attront.. J ne 
writer of that notice was a herbalist! The paragraph in 
the Lancet records the awful fact in a letter from a medical 
correspondent, whose views the Editor endorses, while 
the headline above presents the very pith of the priceless 
information in the ‘‘see-all-at-one-glance” American 
style, as follows: “Dr. Hadwen the Physician and Mr. 
Clayton the Herbalist.”’ Fatal juxtaposition! 

How Dr. Hadwen, some 200 to 300 miles away, could 
possibly be expected to know that a herbalist was inviting 
people to attend his meeting is left to the imagination, 
and why the unfortunate Hertatist should have been 
restrained from indulging in so innocent a pursuit could 
only be explained by the medical writers in the Lancet 
who objected to it. We hope all herbalists fully under- 
stand that, if Sir Arthur Conan Doyle should come along 
to talk on spiritualism, or Sir Frederick Treves on his 
travels, or Dr. Saleeby on eugenics and the smoke 
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stands a refer-. | 


nuisance, they will subject these gentlemen to the stigma 
of “ affronting the profession” if they make it known that 
the subjects of the lectures interest them, and that they 
therefore hope for a good meeting, and are oe to 
help. In fact, they had better keep themsleves safely 
locked within their houses till the lecturing doctors are 
back in the places they came from. 
THE WICKED ADVERTISER. 

When such puerile and ridiculous causes of “affront” 
have to be raked up against Dr. Hadwen in order to 
discredit his anti-vivisectionist propaganda at home and 
abroad, the profession must indeed be hard up for a genuine 
grievance. That, however, is twenty-four years ago. 

Ve doubt if the Editor of the Lancel would behave just 
like that now. Nobody but Mr. Stephen Paget would 
be capable of it in this country. 

It was surprising to note how much trifling matter of 
this kind was familiar to our President’s medical oppo- 
nents in America. He was publicly attacked. by the 
professor of Stanford University on the ground that he 
had (again many years ago) allowed some statistics 
which he had compiled in reference to the Gloucester 
smallpox epidemic to be used in an advertisement for 
an ointment. He had, as a matter of fact, known 
nothing at all about the use of his statistics (nor even 
heard of the advertisement), but there was nothing to 
object to in their use. Anybody can copy statistics, 
and draw what moral thereon he pleases. 

But the most outrageous statement made by any 
American medical man appeared anonymously, over the 
signature ““M.D.,” in the Philadelba Public Ledger of 
November 10, 1922. The object of the letter was to 
justify Dr. W. W. Keen, the veteran surgeon who is 
perhaps our chief American opponent, in not accepting 
a challenge to debate, and it refers to“* Dr. Walter Hadwen, 
a paid English lecturer for the anti-vivisectionasis.’ 

On the day when this libel appeared, Mr. Robert Rk. 
Logan sent in a denial, but it was not published. We 
quote the passage of his boycotted letter which deals with 
the libel. 

“But if ‘M.D.’ was hasty in his first statements he became 
positively rash, not to say reckless, when he referred to Dr. Walter 
R, Hadwen as ‘a paid English lecturer for the anti-vivisectionists. ’ 
It happens that I am managing Dr. Hadwen’s present lecture 
tour of the United States and Canada, and can vouch for the 
fact that he has not received one cent. for his lectures and will 
receive nothing. His travelling expenses are paid, and these 
he makes as light as possible, refusing absolutely to travel first- 
class across the Atlantic because of the higher fare. Moreover, 
his trip to this country involves an actual financial loss in the 
matter of his practice in the city of Gloucester. Dr. Hadwen 
has never been paid for his anti-vivisection lectures or writings, 
and if he is to-day the indefatigable opponent of the germ theory 
and its vivisectional products, it is only because he was convinced 
by a careful and prolonged investigation of pro-vivisection 
literature that the whole germ theory and vaccine cult was a 
delusion, and because he was conscientious enough to come out 
and say so to his fellow practitioners instead of building up an 
easy fame and fortune by following the fashion of the day.” 

THE HAND BEHIND THE PRESS. 

On November 29, Mr. Logan again wrote to the Editor 
of the Philadelphia Public Ledgey (a paper that has by 
no means always shown itself unfair) pressing for “‘the 
correction of a serious and unwarranted charge against 
a distinguished British physician,” but, so far as we know, 
with no result. This determined silence on the part of a 
newspaper that has published a libel suggests many 
thoughts, the most persistent and significant ‘of which is 
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“Who is this ‘M.D.’ who has apparently power to impose 
the boycott, and how is it imposed?” 

Mr. Paget frequently accuses anti-vivisectionists of 
“malice, hatred, and all uncharitableness.”? These 
qualities appear, however, to be the monopoly of our 
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Our Social on February 22. | 
Our members, friends and all inquirers are asked to | 
note that a Social will be held in the Council Chamber, 
Caxton Hall, on Thursday, February 22, at 3 p.m. | 
In view of the fact that this larger hall has been engaged, | 
we want a record attendance. Mr. Lawrence Beesley, 
M.A., will preside, and Dr. Hadwen will be the speaker, 
Miss Veronica Cook will sing, and Miss Maye will, as 
usual, give pianoforte selections prior to the advertised | 
hour of the meeting. 
Our Special Appeal. 


We acknowledge with thanks the following specia] 
donations made during the past month (up to January 18): 


LS aLGe 
Amount previously acknowledged __.... oo s 4556 
Grove-Grady, Mrs. by, sae os 2x oy OE 
Harberton, Lord L¢ $2 ee: econ 70! 70 
Headley, Lady .... Bi ie oF az. 2 KO ane) 
Jackson, Miss .... ay aie wes e, Sy) a 
Land, Miss we ee. at ne 5: Ose. 4 0 
Lupton, Arnold, ESqiee ree a LOO eNO | 
Lyster, Miss G. E. (from sale of books) oy OG) 
Robinson, Miss May 010 O 
Winterbottom, Mrs. > OO 


£623 9 6 


Further donations, which are urgently needed, should 
be sent to the Secretary of the British Union, 32, Charing 
Cross, London, S.W.1. 


The ‘‘ Abolitionist ” Index. 


Copies of the Index of the Anoririonist for 1922 are 
ready, and will be sent to anybody who wants them for 
binding or reference, on receipt of a postcard. 


| 
The Jenner Centenary. 

The Jenner Centenary (the 100th anniversary of the 
death of the so-called“ discoverer” of vaccination)—which 
really signifies an artificial attempt to resuscitate a dying 

: industry—will have been celebrated after we have gone 
to press. 


The last Jenner Centenary was held with great rejoicing 
in 1896—the first anniversary of Jenner’s one and only 
experiment, that of inoculating the boy Phipps with 
spontaneous cowpox, which the great man afterwards, 
in order to save his crumbling reputation, declared to be 
*“‘spurious”’! 

We expect to read a good deal of fulsome adulation | 
of Edward Jenner in the Yellow Press, but the year of 
both centenaries has been unfortunate. The first one in 
1896 was the year of the great epidemic of smallpox in 
Gloucester, when the vaccinated were specially picked 
out for attack from among the denizens of an unvaccinated 
city; and the second one, in the present year of grace, | 
when a great scare has been sedulously worked up by | 
interested officials owing to a smallpox outbreak in | 
Poplar workhouse where the majority of sufferers had | 
undergone the Jennerian rite and its high priest fell a 
victim to its unkind attentions. 


opponents, and they are combined with an astonishing 
little-mindedness and an utter lack of the sense of humour. 
We hear that the latest American discovery is that Dr. 
Hadwen is “‘only a vet.”” We await the next accusation 
with interest. 


Sr RR SR Err ae 


In the last letter Jenner wrote prior to his decease, 
he pathetically declared: ‘‘Never was I surrounded by 
so many perplexities.”” For years he had kept at bay 
the numerous disappointed ones who were slowly dis- 
covering the fact that the Gloucestershire dairymaids’ 
superstition was a fraud. But all the cunning artifices 
which he adopted to wriggle out of the evidences of 
failure which were being continually brought to his 
notice availed nothing, and at the time of his decease 
he was discredited on every hand. 
Nothing but the endowment of the practice by Govern- 
ment, and its compulsion, brought about by those whose 
interests were wrapped up in it, saved the odious and 
ridiculous practice of instilling the products of a filthy 
cattle disease into human bodies from utter condemnation. 
The Jennerian Centenary, so far as we can discover, 
is this year restricted to a small and unimportant party 
meeting at the hall of the Medical Society. Before 
another centenary comes round Jenner and his fraudulent 
superstition will certainly be buried in oblivion. 


Our Work in Australia. 

Some time ago we reported that an ‘‘ Australian Union 
for the Abolition of Vivisection’? was about to come into 
being. We have just: received the report of a meeting 
held on November 17, 1922, at Melbourne, when it was 
decided to form a Melbourne Branch of the ‘‘ British 
Union,” Mr. Basil Parkinson being elected President, 
Mr. G. H. Roche treasurer, and Miss Helena MacDougall 
hon. secretary. Mr. Parkinson is a brilliant contro- 
versialist, and we believe that, so far as he is concerned, 
the details of our propaganda will be in the hands of a 
very capable defender. As to the rest, Miss MacDougall 
writes in the true spirit of a reformer :— 

““We start in the most favourable of all circumstances 
—with a large fund of enthusiasm, a sufficient fund of 
money (for present requirements at any rate) and a whole 
Continent-full of opposition.”? We wish our Branch all 
success. Poem 


Attack upon the Conscience Clause. 

Several Councils, no doubt on a suggestion from 
London, are inviting other Councils and Boards of 
Guardians to join with them in demanding the re. 
instatement of the Compulsory Clauses of the Vaccination 
Act. Some, whose reasoning power is on a par with that 
shown in our next note, readily agree. 

The Federation of Medical and Allied Services seems 
to be the originator of this futile endeavour. We note 


that its sub-committee sent an appeal for support to the 


London Local Medical Committee, which met on 
December 9. Happily, it was not received with 
enthusiasm, and a resolution to “proceed to the next 
business was agreed to by a large majority.”’ 

Several of our Branches are doing excellent. work 
in educating the local municipal authorities, and in Press 
correspondence in connection with this attempt. 
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a Tet the Baby be Killed(2)” 


One of the most extraordinary defences of vaccination 
was that made by Councillor Doughty at a meeting of 
the Tipton Urban District Council on December 19, 
1922. He said: ‘‘It was perfectly true that children had 
been lost through vaccination; but it was far better 
that the evil should be brought out of a child when it 
was a mere babe, rather than suffering should be inflicted 
for threescore years and ten.” (Tipton Herald, Decem- 
ber 23.) 

Does this good gentleman really believe, as his words 
seem to indicate, ‘that a child who is not vaccinated is 
doomed to seventy years’ suffering, and that therefore 
it is a very good thing to kill it at once by vaccination ? 


Death from Vaccination. 

A five-months old baby, the son of a housepainter 
named Herrington, recently died of vaccination, and the 
death was the subject of a coroner’s inquest at West- 
minster. The coroner, Mr. Ingleby Oddie, recorded a 
verdict of ‘‘Death by misadventure,”’ and added a rider 
that the vaccination was properly performed with 
satisfactory lymph, and that the cellulitis (inflammation 
of the tissues next to the skin) was due to “a germ 
entering the system through the post-vaccination scab 
and quite independently of the vaccination.” 

We wonder how this death will appear in the Registrar- 
General’s statistics. No case of murder by vaccination 
could be plainer. The mother said she had never inter- 
fered with the shield covering the pad put on by the doctor. 
The Coroner’s nonsense about a germ is pure guesswork. 
He is said to have added that any of us might be attacked 
in the same manner at any time! He exonerated the 
lymph apparently because the doctor could not provide 
other instances in which ‘“‘the same supply” had done 
harm. By this argument, no case of ptomaine poisoning 
could be established, since there are always some attacked 
while some escape. But such is the prejudice of Coroners 
that we doubt if they would give a verdict on the facts 
even if every child died after a particular batch of 
vaccinations. ; 


Panel Vaccinations. 


The following letter appeared in the Medical World 
of December 22, 1922. 

To the Editor of the Medical World. 

Sir,—In your first leaderette of this week upon the above subject, 
you lay down two conclusions: 

(1) That “‘an Insured person is entitled to vaccination against 

smallpox” if he demands is (Your italics.) 

(2) That it “is the duty of the doctor to suggest it in times 

OL epidemic. 

Leaving aside the fact that there has been no “epidemic” of 
smallpox, but merely an unwarrantable amount of scaremongering, 
I would suggest that it is quite a new idea that Insured patients 
have the right to “‘demand” of their panel docto- the kind of 
prophylaxis or treatment they themselves consider necessary ! 

I have never allowed my patients to dictate to me the medical 
course I shall pursue in regard to them, and I am amazed at your 
arriving at such a conclusion, which I certainly do not consider 
justified by the terms of the authority you quote. 

Even were it so, I should refuse to be dictated to even by the 
Ministry of Health as to the kind of medical treatment I deem 
advisable for my patients; and certainly, in regard to vaccination 
against smallpox, which I regard as a filthy, useless and dangerous 
superstition, I do not intend to practise it. Any patients who 
may ‘‘demand” it of me, may transfer their patronage elsewhere. 

I consider it no part ‘of the “duty” of any doctor to suggest 
any mode of alleged prophylaxis or treatment in which he does 
not believe. 

I am, Sir, yours obediently, 
WALTER R. HapDwen, M.D., J.P. 


Gloucester, December 18, 1922. 


In the issue of the Madieal World in the following 
week the Editor in a leaderette says:—‘All we con- 
cluded, and what we still maintain, is that if an Insured 
person apples to his panel doctor to be vaccinated, his 
request must be complied with unless for good and sufficient 
reason.”? Dr. Hadwen will have no difficulty in pro- 
viding ‘‘good and sufficient reason’’ for declining to 
vaccinate; but as Gloucester has had such a/;motable 
example of the failure of vaccination in the epidemic of 
1895, he is not very likely ever to be asked to do it. 


Folly and Waste. 

When Mr. Lloyd George, in 1911, was making his 
extravagant speeches about the effect of the National 
Insurance Act upon health, we expressed our doubts, 
and pointed out from the first the folly of providing 
expensive sanatoria for consumptives, instead of removing 
the conditions which breed the disease. Our view is the 
one now generally accepted. It was voiced by Professor 
Wynne, of Sheffield University, at a meeting of the 
British Medical Association last year. He remarked that 

“We had been landed in the position of spending some 
£10,000,000 a year on the treatment of tuberculosis, while there 
was no money available for the elimination of the insanitary areas 


where we cultivated more tuberculosis in a week than all the 
sanatoria could house in a year.” 


The ‘‘ Devon and Exeter Gazette.” 

Among the Press controversies of the last few weeks 
(the British Union is generally engaged in controversy 
somewhere) was one in the Devon and Exeter Gazette, 
which commenced with Miss Kidd’s criticism of a speech 
delivered in Exeter. The cudgels for ‘‘ Medical Research’? 
were warmly taken up by a local gentleman, Mr. C. if 
Ross, who made some very wild statements. Among 
these was the declaration that everybody who visited 
Malta had suffered from Malta Fever, until an znoculation 
treatment was discovered, which was now applied to all 
visitors! This quaint substitution for the well-known 
story of the stoppage of the use of goats’ milk in the 
army and navy (supposed to cause the disease) was rightly 
characterized by Miss Kidd as ‘‘untrue and ridiculous.’”* 
But Mr. Ross returned to the charge and, with utter 
disregard even of the history as given in the literature 


of the Research Defence Society, protested: 

“She talks very glibly about my statements being either 
ridiculous or untrue. Let me tell Miss Kidd that I have stated 
facts which are proven ’”’(!) 

Again, Mr. Ross interpolated an entirely untruthful 


remark in parenthesis, thus :— 

“Miss Kidd would have your readers believe that the majority 
of cases in the smallpox epidemic at Gloucester had been previously 
vaccinated (a monstrous misstatement).’ 


In the issue containing these wild untruths of 


Mr. Ross there appeared also a letter from Mr. Stephen 


Paget, who, wisely ignoring his friend’s bold references 
to Malta Fever, contented himself with uncomplimentary 


references to ihe anti-vaccinationists of Gloucester and — 


the safely indefinite remark that ‘‘Miss Kidd’s version 
is rather grotesque.” He concluded by offeri ing to send 
to any inquirers the Research Defence Society’s version 
of the story. 

(f any reader of the Devon and Exeter Gazette availed 
himself of this offer, he would find that in the very report 
supplied by Mr. Paget the number of smallpox cases in 
Gloucester is given as 1,981, with the added information 


| “Of these, 1,190 had been more or less properly vaccinated 


in infancy.” As Mr. Ross calls it “‘a monstrous mis- 
statement”’ to say that the majority were vaccinated, we 
can only assume that he cannot reckon. 
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ontradictions. 


- The Research Defence Society, however, clearly does not 
expect a careful reading of its propagandist material or 
it would not send out at the same time these two con- 
tradictory statements :—- 

(1) There is a portion of the Gloucester Cemetery where 279 
unvaccinated children . . . are buried . . . together with only 
one child out of more than 8,000 who were vaccinated ; 

(2) The total number of cases less than 10 years old was 711. 
All but 23 of them were unvaccinated. Among these 711 cases, 
there were 278 deaths. All these were of unvaccinated children. 
Not one vaccinated child, in all the 711 cases, died. 


The misrepresentation is accentuated by the dis- 
ingenuous insertion of the phrase ‘‘in all the 711 cases,”’ 
which obviously should read “‘in all the 23 (or 22) cases.” 
One death out of 23 is quite a fair percentage. 

But these letters of Mr. Paget and Mr. 
mutually contradictory in other ways. Thus Mr. Paget 
asserted that the Gloucester epidemic started ‘“‘in a 
thoroughly healthy quarter of a thoroughly healthy 
city,’ while Mr. Ross declared that “‘ the real cause after- 
wards proved in Gloucester was stagnant water.”’ (The 
facts of the epidemic’s origin are given by Dr. Hadwen 
in Truth of January 17.) 

It is a pity that these diverting differences were con- 
cealed from the Exeter public by the closing (without 
warning or statement of any kind) of the correspondence 
by the Editor, who simply failed to publish Miss Kidd’s 
answer. As Mr. Ross had made a disgraceful and 
unsubstantiated attack upon her veracity it will be obvious 
to every fairminded person that she had the right of reply. 
Whether the blame rests with Mr. Ross (a prominent 
Conservative writing in a prominent Conservative 
newspaper) or with Mr. Paget (who is, as we have 
proved, apt to accompany his contributions with the 
request that they shall not be answered) is known only 
to the Editor of the Devon and Exeter Gazette. 


‘* Tracing Botulism.’’ 

The Times of January 15 published half a column 
about a “Report on the Loch Maree botulism case’’ of 
last August, which ‘“‘has just been issued by the Scottish 
Board of Health.”” We wonder how much public money 
was spent upon the discovery that the duck paste that had 
killed eight human beings was also capable of killing 
mice! ‘The tracing of the poison,” we read, “‘ was carried 
out by a group of workers.” Enormous task! 

Four mice were injected with duck paste, and it is 
alleged that the two that were supplied with botulism 


antitoxin lived, while the two that were left without | 


this wonderful nostrum died. We confess to scepticism 
as to the otherwise exactly similar condition and treat- 
ment of the mice. These experiments are apt to work 
out too neatly, and we cannot forget the tremendous 
agitation that was worked up to secure a large order for 
the manufacturers, and the scattering of botulism anti- 
toxin (supplied free on the rates) in as many cities as 
possible in case this very rare disease were ever heard 
of again. Dr. Leighton, who is responsible for this 
Report, writes that he “is quite prepared to find an 
apparent increase in the number of cases of botulism.”’ 
So are we; but it will only be “apparent.” 

The futility of the whole thing is seen by two facts: 

(1) That even if it were true that antitoxined mice 
were secure against botulism, there would be no way of 
similarly preventing botulism in human pole except 
by antitoxining everybody ; 

(2) That the only practical suggestion—* all that can 
be demanded of those who are engaged in the business 
of manufacturing preserved foods,”’ as Dr. Leighton 
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puts it—is that they 
food.” 
A Germ Scare. 

One may naturally feel some curiosity as to the reason 
why boxes of germ-cultures have been found lying about 
in public places. Once again—as in the hands of the 
Germans during the war—germs have afforded some fine 
headlines for articles in the Press, and nothing else has 
happened. Twenty-one test-titbes were picked up by a 
policeman in the Brixton Road on December 27; a few days 
later, more cultures were deposited in a garage at Windsor ; 
the next ‘‘find’’ was a bacterial serum, which found its 
way to a staircase in Henrietta Street, W.C. 

We can only suggest that a worried bacteriologist 
wanted to wash his hands of the whole germ theory, 
and to rid himself of all traces of his former occupation. 
What *“‘might have happened” made the journalists happy. 


should be careful to preserve “‘ pure 


Only an Animal—only a Patient. 

Mr. Francis E. Cox sends us an admirable article on 
the attitude of the Manchester Guardian, in which he 
gently twits that paper—usually distinguished by its 
‘lofty indifference to the varied activities of the stunt 
merchant’’—on the licence commonly allowed to its 
‘**Medical Correspondent.’’ He goes on to deal witha can- 
did statement made by the latter to the following effect :— 

“There is, I think, a tendency to regard the patient much as we 
used to regard the unconscious rabbit in a blood-pressure experiment 
—as an essential part of an elaborate mechanism for investigating 
very interesting phenomena.” 

‘*This statement,’’ writes Mr. Cox, ‘‘ would have been 
received with enthusiasm by Claude Bernard, Richet 
and the more shameless section of the vivisectionists, 
but it is a, little awkward for our home-grown variety. 
The legend, which has been perpetuated with such care, 
that the experimenter sacrifices his tender feelings towards 
the animal creation for the sake of the welfare of his 
human brethren, is cast aside, and we are coolly informed 
that the victim is considered merely as ‘an essential part 
of an elaborate mechanism for investigating very interest- 
ing phenomena.’ Whatever will the Research Defence 
Society say? Where is our ‘ Medical Correspondent’s’ tact ? 

‘*Even worse is the statement that patients—human 
beings, for whom the vivisector is ready to lay down 
many lives, if not his own—are also being regarded as 
‘essential parts of an elaborate mechanism’ for discovering, 
not the cure of disease, but ‘interesting phenomena. ’ 
To such a pitch has the domination of the laboratory in 
medicine brought us.” 

Obituary. 

The Hon. and Very Rev. James Wentworth Leigh, 
till 1919 Dean of Hereford, who died last month, was 
an old and convinced anti-vivisectionist, whom we used 
to meet on the platform of the ‘‘ Herefordshire and Border 
Counties’ Anti-vivisection Society.’ He last presided 
at one of its meetings in 1907, when Dr. Hadwen was the 
speaker. On that occasion he proved himself as en- 
lightened on the medical side as he was determined on 
the moral. Dean Leigh was nearly 85 years of age, 


and for some time had taken no part in public life. 


We were sorry to learn of the passing away recently 
of Mr. Herbert Burrows, a very well-known social worker 
and a keen. anti-vivisectionist. He was present at the 
deputation to Mr, McKenna on August 1, 191i, to protest 
against the endowment of Medical Research under the 
Insurance Act, when he supported a remark by our 
President that ‘‘public opinion is with us” by personally 
testifying to the feeling of the working class. 
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POISON GAS. 


A Visit to Edgewood Arsenal. / 


> By Mee BE. R. PEERS Mh M.D., J.P. 


(Reproduced from the ‘Christian Science Monitor” 


(Boston) of November 21, 1922.) 


= Y the courtesy of General Amos A. Fries 
= I was permitted on Wednesday, Nov- 
ember 15, 1922, to visit Edgewood 
Arsenal, where the Chemical Warfare 
Service of the United States Govern- 
B ment is centred upon an area covering 
P 6,500 acres. 

I was accompanied by Mr. Robert 
R. Logan, of Philadelphia, President 
of the American Anti-Vivisection Society. We were 
met at the station by an American Officer, who drove us 
in his automobile to the points of interest we were anxious 
to investigate. 

On the previous 
Washington Public Library 
including many medical men, among whom was 
Eieut.-Col,-H Le“ Gildntist;* Chief for the: Mediest 
Division of the Chemical Warfare Service. At the 
close of my address he was invited by the Chairman, 
the Rev. Dr. C. Ernest Smith, to say a few words upon 
the question of poison gas operations on dogs, to which 
I had referred. Lieut.-Col. Gilchrist denied that any 
cruelty existed, and declared that the experiments 
conducted upon dogs had saved many lives. He instanced 
a case in the late war, where 40 men had been gassed 
and they did not know how to treat them. He said one 
remedy was advised one day from headquarters and 
countermanded the next. Finally, by forcing upon 
dogs a similar gas to that which had prostrated the men 
and by trying certain methods of relief, they had solved 
the problem of neutralization and treatment, whereby 
thousands of human lives were saved. This drew forth 
loud clapping, shrill whistling and long-continued 
applause from the medical men and students in the 
audience. 


had lectured in the 
to a large audience, 


evening I 


NOT MUCH TO SEE. 


To obtain further information was the object of my 
visit to Edgewood Arsenal, where we were at once 
introduced to Colonel Vedder, who has charge of the Thera- 
peutic Department. He has only occupied his present 
position during the last three months and did not appear 
to know much of what had gone on previous to his 
appointment. He had done very little work himself, 
so far, in gas poisoning experiments, and nothing at all 
during the past three weeks; hence there was little to 
see and our visit resolved itself chiefly into a discussion 
of the subject generally. 

I must express my appreciation of the courtesy shown 
by Colonel Vedder and by the military staff. All 
that there was to see in each department was shown us 
most readily, and all questions put were answered quite 
freely. There were altogether about 60 dogs in the 
kennels awaiting experimentation, some half-dozen mon- 
keys, and a good many rabbits and guinea-pigs. The 


overcome by the odour. 


majority of the dogs, we were told, had only been recently 
brought there, imported from some public pound in New 
Jersey; some were mangey and were being treated in a 
separate compartment of kennels called “‘the hospital.” 
But only three out of the whole had been submitted to 
gas; one of them appeared to be quite normal, another 
resentful, the third lay quiet and unresponsive. 


THE BARKING OF DOGS. 


On our entering the kennels the animals set up loud 
barking—doubtless delighted at the entrance of humans 
—and Colonel Vedder drew attention to the fact that that 
was the kind of thing: the public complained of, assuming 
that the animals were being tortured. I quite agree 
with him upon that point. Most of these animals would 
be lost dogs picked up upon the public streets and taken 
to the pound, and came probably from comfortable homes 
and human companionship, and they would naturally 
bark when supposed friends appeared, and would howl 
when left to themselves in a strange place. .As a rule, 
when dogs are ill they are very quiet and mope silently. 
Noises from a dog are not usually the evidences of pain. 

The monkeys, we were told, were used chiefly for 
defensive purposes, and were masked ‘“‘as soldiers would 
be,”? when the object is that of neutralizing an offensive 
onslaught of gas. But none of these animals had under- 
gone experimentation so far. 

The rabbits and guinea-pigs, which were bred on the 
premises, were intended chiefly for bacteriological purposes, 
a work which Colonel Vedder had been chiefly engaged in 
before receiving his appointment to Edgewood. 

Prior to our departure we were treated to an exhibition 
of lachrymatory gas, and it certainly had a very marked 
effect upon our eyes. 

Men were being used also in turns to test gases by 
inhalation, in order to see how long it would take before 
the effects of the gas were felt, or rather before they were 
Others, again, were sitting 
with bared arms while the vapour of mustard gas was 
being sprayed on the flesh to see if a blister could be 
produced, as this would scarcely be possible on the skin 
of an animal. . To these voluntary human experiments, 
of course, no objection could be raised. 

In discussing the operations on animals, one officer 
said only lethal gases were used, but Colonel Vedder 
himself very candidly admitted that other than lethal 
experiments were adopted. His special work was of a 
therapeutic nature, that is, curative, and he instanced 
eyes, skin or lungs being artificially attacked by certain 
gases, followed by experiments in order to find the best 
remedy for curing them. 


INFLAMING DOGS’ EYES. 


I argued that any affection of the eyes by irritating 
gases would assume the nature of an inflammatory pro- 
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cess, and I thought it would scarcely be necessary deliber- 
ately to irritate dogs’ eyes for that purpose, seeing that 
conjunctival inflammation of all degrees in human eyes 
was common. Colonel Vedder admitted that so far they 
had not got beyond the old-fashioned Boric Acid remedy, 
but he hoped that something more satisfactory would 
be evolved. In my own opinion, the artificial irritation 
of dogs’ eyes is quite unnecessary for an investigation 
of that kind. ; 

With regard to burning the skin by gases Colonel 
Vedder said he did not lay much stress upon that. Burns, 
of course, are burns. All this can be studied upon 
unfortunate human victims in hospitals without the 
necessity of the artificial production of burns in dogs. 
It was admitted, however, that burns had been produced 
in dogs at Edgewood ; one case in particular was mentioned 
by Colonel Vedder in which a large portion of the dog’s 
skin had sloughed away. 
every description of burn of the skin are the common 
knowledge of the medical profession. 

The chief point of interest lay in the effects produced 
upon the lungs by the varieties of gases which might be 
used in warfare. One medical officer explained that by 
a rearrangement of the constituents of a gas, a toxic or 
even a lethal gas might become non-toxic or non-lethal 
or the reverse, and it was necessary to test the properties 
of a gas at its different stages; they did it on mice 
where possible, and only upon dogs where it was 
absolutely necessary. This point concerns the manu- 
facture of new and possibly more and more powerful 
gases intended for offensive purposes. 

THE LIMIT PROBABLY REACHED. 

I am inclined to think that it is not likely that more 
poweriul gases than those already constructed will be 
invented in the future. The newspapers are giving 
very exaggcrated accounts of certain gases, such as the 
“Dew of Death,” etc., but we are not likely to get far 
beyond the mustard, phosgene, acetone, chlorine, and 
other basic chemical gases and their compounds, which, 
if such barbarous and villainous methods of warfare are 
to be tolerated, should answer the required purpose in 
the future as they have done in the past. I fail to see 
why an expensive staff of 750 persons should be employed 
in our times of peace for the purpose of ‘‘improving”’ 
or devising other new gases for warfare, and why speechless 
but sensitive animals, which are not concerned in the 
prosecution of this barbaric method of settling disputes, 
should be called upon to become the victims of such 
insanity. 

When it comes to the question of defensive warfare, 
I am ready to grant the admissibility of a ground of 
argument or excuse under certain conditions. War is an 
abnormal condition and is necessarily associated with 
abnormal consequences to men and animals alike. It 
predicates a state of things which lies outside the range 
of ordinary civilized polemics and which cannot be 
gauged by the ordinary laws of civilization. 

Animals, as well as men, are called upon to share in 


compare with the effect upon the human. That a fallacy 
exists in this vital point, however, is manifested by the 
fact that one of the Military Medical Officers present 
on this occasion remarked: ‘‘Of course, the last experi- 
ment must always be on a man; we cannot be certain 
until that test has been made.’’ He instanced the case 
of an officer in France who voluntarily went into a chamber 
of poisoned gas with his dog; the dog fell dead, but the 
officer walked out unharmed. And one or two dogs 
should be sufficient to settle the point. Why should 
the experiments be everlastingly repeated ° 
AN EXTRAORDINARY DELAY. 
It seemed to me an extraordinary observation for Colone 


| Gilchrist to make at the public meeting already alluded to, 


that 40 men who were gassed should have to he in tents 
whilst the doctors looked on helplessly until instructions 


: ake : | had been received from headquarters as to treatment, 
Certainly, efficient remedies for | 


and that even then dogs had to be deliberately gassed 
before any attempt was made to relieve the human 
sufferers. Of course, the nature of the poison had to be 
found out before a remedy could be applied. In this case 
it was mustard gas, and why it should be necessary, once 


| they had found that out, to submit dogs to the painful 
| process of mustard gas poisoning, before applying a 


remedy to the suffering men, passes my comprehen- 
sion. 
Moreover, considering the vast numbers of soldiers who 


were injured by various gases in the late war, and the 


many thousands who are still suffering from their effects, 
it appears to me that the true place for testing thera- 
peutic measures should be, not in an arsenal with dogs 
as material, but in hospitals where medical attendants 
should be using every means that may occur to them to 
grapple with the conditions as displayed in the human 
subject. 

I am inclined to think it is scarcely the function of a 


| Christian State to waste money, time, talent and material 


during times of peace for the purpose of devising new and 


' more dangerous methods of offensive chemical warfare. 
| At the last moment all the work of years may prove to 


be futile, for the enemy may spring a surprise not pre- 
viously contemplated. The basic principles of every gas 
being now known, there should be no difficulty in rapidly 
meeting any condition of offensive gas poisoning that 
may arise, so soon as the nature of the poison has been 
ascertained. But you may torture all the dogs in the 
Universe in times of peace, and find neutral agents for 
all the possible combinations of gases that man’s 
ingenuity may devise, and you will still be left powerless 
on the field of battle, until fortune-favours you with an 
unexploded shell and enables you to discover the nature 
of the compound which has laid the men low. 


ENERGY WASTED. 
I think the energy of some hundreds of men supervised 


by expensive staffs might be devoted to worthier and 


the brutalities of human ingenuity, and toa certain extent | 


may be called upon to share the hope of finding a remedy 
for their subtleties of evil. The problem of discovering 
the means of neutralizing the effects of gaseous compounds 
has to be carefully worked out in the chemical Jaboratory, 
and when—and not until then—an apparently definite 
and satisfactory result has been secured, there can be no 
_ more objection to testing its value upon a dog than there 


more profitable objects than those in which they are 
employed at Edgewood. But if it be considered politic 
that a civilized State shall prepare for war in all its 
phases, and that men be instructed in the preparation 
and use of poison gases and in the defensive armour 


necessary to guard against their dangers, at least we 
- would ask that innocent and sensitive animals be delivered 


from the horrors of the artificial inflictions of offensive 


warfare in times of peace; I feel that such practices do 


would be to testing the air of a coal mine with-a canary | 


bird, always supposing the effect upon the dog would 


“a 


not add to the dignity of military life or to the humanity 
or wisdom of the Government which allows them to 
continue. 
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Lord Harberton on Medical Science. 


Correspondence. 


| Sanitary versus Medical Science. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 
Srr,—An American friend has enclosed me the following cutting: 
Miami, Fla., Saturday.—Mr. Daniel Gray Reid, tinplate 
magnate, banker, steel and railroad director, accompanied by 
three physicians and four nurses, arrived to-day at the Royal 

Palm Hotel here to pass one month. 

Mr. Reid, who is in his sixty-fourth year, is in ill-health. 

His comment is: ‘‘ Poor devil! What chance has he of returning 
alive?” 

Such comments are not unusual to-day under such circumstances, 
and there is considerable evidence that medical science has pro- 
duced a growing number of nonconformists, who, not without 
reason, consider that no one in ill-health could possibly survive 
the daily attentions of three bacteriological allopaths. The 
patient, after being fortified with several serums, is pretty sure to 
develop internal trouble. He then has his gall-bladder removed 
and gradually becomes an interesting, scientific and thoroughly 
up-to-date corpse. In fact, a corpse that anyone might be proud 
of, and possibly justifying the poet’s line: ‘‘ Death, where is thy 
sting ?”’ 

The monstrous part of this medical science is that directly an 
unorthodox rival loses a patient, the Medical Council swoops 
down and Bernard Spilsbury, M.D.—who, by the way, is merely 
a laboratory expert and has never practised—swears that with 
proper medical attention the patient’s life would have been saved. 
Result, a verdict of manslaughter. And, on the top of this, the 
crowning triumph of the germ theory of disease is that 80 per 
cent. of the medical diagnoses have been found incorrect. I think 
we should institute a petition to the Medical Council begging 


that Bernard Spilsbury, M.D., be allowed to affirm. Such 
evidence as his given on the Gospel is too much. 
Brittany, Tams Sige etc 
January 11, 1923. HARBERTON. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


7 

Sir,—A few months ago I stayed at a cottage in the Midlands 
where the sanitary arrangements were unsatisfactory. The cesspool 
was quite close to the house and frequently overflowed into the 
garden. I reported it to the Medical Officer for the district but 
nothing was done. 

A letter lately received gives the sequel. The tenant, a widow 
with two boys, writes that the elder one was taken ill and after 
some days the doctors (for two were called in) discovered it was 
diphtheria; the poor victim had, of course, to be inoculated. 
His case became worse and he died whilst being carried downstairs 
to be taken to the hospital. 

I blame myself that I did not disclose the fact that I have the 
Certificate of the Royal Sanitary Institute, which might have 
added more weight to my complaint, but as I was not the house- 
holder, and only rented rooms there, I thought my calling the 
attention of the responsible authorities would be sufficient. 
Sanitary science, or even the application of common sense, would 
have saved a promising young life.—Yours, etc., 


December, 1922. IA SERS fs 


A Vivisector at the Zoo. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 

Sir,—I am sorry to note that a vivisector, Mr. G. M. Vevers, 
has been selected as Superintendent of the Zoo, His predecessor 
held no licence, so this is a backward step. He is said to be 
studying animal “psychology.” He should be familiar with the 
psychology of fear.—Yours, etc., 


January, 1923. A READER. 


BOURNEMOUTH. 

The Bournemouth Times and Bournemouth Echo gave good 
reports of a very successful drawing-room meeting held by kind 
invitation of Mrs. Grove, at Southbourne, on January 9. Dr. 
Margaret Vivian presided, and Miss Kidd was the speaker. 


FINCHLEY. 

A lantern address, arranged by our Finchley Branch, was given 
on January 10 to the Finchley Band of Hope, Wesleyan Church. 
It was entitled‘‘ Animal Stories,’ and thespeaker, who drove home 
the lesson of humaneness, was Miss Violet Wood, secretary of the 
Council of Justice to Animals. 

Mrs. Herdman, a member of our local Committee, also arranged 
a lantern lecture for young people given by the Canine Defence 
League on January 16 at the East Finchley Council Schools, 


- LEEDS. 

On December 20 Mr. Middleton was invited to give a lantern 
lecture on ‘“‘The Meaning of Vivisection” before the Theosophical 
Society and members of the public. The Rev. A. Leslie Smith 
presided and Mr. Holmes kindly manipulated the lantern, 


LIVERPOOL. 

A group meeting was held on January 4 at the Branch Room, 
when Mr. Middleton attended. Membership of the Branch is 
steadily increasing. 

LONDON. 

On December 20 Miss Kidd gave a lantern lecture on ‘“‘ Florence 
Nightingale and Her Views” at the New Southgate Baptist Chapel, 
to a very appreciative adult audience. 

On January 12 the Hampden Club of Goldsmith’s College 
organised a debate on “ Vivisection,’’ when Miss Kidd debated 
with a licensed vivisector of University College, Dr. A. J. Clark. 
A good hearing was given to both speakers, but no vote was taken. 
Miss M. E. Sparshott presided over a good audience of both sexes. 

On January 18 Miss Kidd addressed the Adult School at 
Teddington. 

MANCHESTER, 

On January 4 Mr. Middleton gave a lecture on “ Vivisection 

and Vaccination” before the Men’s Guild at Blackley, Mr. Collins 


Temiiianion 


Our workers are busy each week circulating leaflets 


presiding. ; 
throughout the city, and recent organised attacks in the Press 
have been productive of inquiries into our case and a gain in 
membership. 


PLUMSTEAD. 

On behalf of our Blackheath Branch, Mr. Maberly, M.A., 
LL.B., spoke with considerable effect at the Wesleyan Central 
Hall on January 14 on “ Anti-vivisection, ” 

PORTSMOUTH. 

The Evening News of January 9 reported an address given by 
Mr. Toms to the Theosophical Society on January 7, when Miss 
FE. F,. Maynard presided. 

SHREWSBURY. 

On December 2 a debate on ‘“‘Vivisection” took place before 
the Young People’s Guild (Congregational). Mrs. Matthews, 
local hon, secretary, was opposed by Mr. Eldred. <A vote was 
taken and resulted in a majority of one for anti-vivisection. 


TUNBRIDGE WELLS. 

The annual winter “At Home” was held on December 12 at 
7, Church Road. <A very encouraging report was given by Miss 
Barnett of the work of the year and the campaign during the 
recent election. Both the Liberal and the Labour candidates 
were anti-vivisectionists. of long standing. Mr. Maberly, M.A., 
LL.B., was the speaker, and a keenly interested audience followed 
his excellent address, which was well reported in the local Press. 


WARRINGTON. 

Leaflets have been circulated in this district. We regret to 
report the serious illness of Miss W. Jones. Meanwhile, inquiries 
will be dealt with by the Manchester office. 

WESTCLIFF. 

On January 16 the Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the monthly 
session of the South-East Essex District Lodge meeting at the 
Westcliff Lodge of the Good Templars. There was a good 
representative gathering of delegates from most of the subordinate 
Lodges. So great was the interest created-by Mr. Piggott’s 
anti-vivisection lecture that several more meetings are shortly 
to be arranged in the district. The sale of literature was good, 


“ 
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SHORT SELECTED LI ST. 


Class A.—For BgscInngers. 
PAMPHLETS. Price 
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ASHFORD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. DeEnNnzEss, 3, Eastwell Villas, 
Somerset Road, Ashford, Kent. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., The Misses ADA and Avice LEAKEY, North- 
ampton House. Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH.— Hon. Sec. Mrs. HOLLINDALE, 27, Lindon Road, 
Bexhill-on-Sea. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Op. Hon. Secs., The Misses 
V. & C, Hopcson, 23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, COUNTESS DE RIVAS. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Crorton, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. SIDEBOTTOM, 
78, Burlington Road, South Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH. — Hon. Sec., Mrs. Crompton, 97, Westbourne Ave., 
Gt. Lever, Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Hewitt. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. MARGARET 
ViviAn. Hon. Secs., Dr. G. F. LEIcestErR, 32, Castlemain Avenue, South- 
bourne,and Mrs. Tytor LosLey, Santa Fé, Westby Road, Boscombe, 
Bournemouth. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
monpD, Esa., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Miss Lonpon, 40, Norwood 
Avenue, Shipley, Bradford. 

BRIGHTON AND HOVE BRANCH.—President, Lady ROTHERHAM. Hon. 
Sec., Miss L. Wricnrt, 30, Prudential Buildings, Brighton. Assist. Hon, 
Sec. for Southwick & Shoreham, Miss HARRINGTON, Cromwell Lodge, 
Southwick. 

BRISTOL & SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Hon, Sec., Mr. J.T. Mayo Smitn, 79, St. Alban's Rd.,Westbury Pk., Bristol. 

BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Seo.. EDWARD 
MegaApe-Kino, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowTHer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 
Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. Hon 
Sec., Miss HoLwortny, 88, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir James MALcotm. Hon 
Sec., Mrs. CLEments, Bury St. Edmunds. 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. C. 
Jackson. Assist. Hon. Sec., Capt. Burkitt (Affiliated to Manchester 
and Salford Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEaRteE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Bisnuop, 51, Hills Road. 

CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Councillor SypNEy 
JENKINS, Hon. Sec., Miss Rosk BEAvaN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 


GHELTENHAM AND: DISTRICT» BRANCH President, Miss OGLEBY 
Davies. Hon. Sec., Miss GARnuam, 4, St. Margaret’s Terrace, Cheltenham. 

CHISWICK CRUSADERS’ BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, 
Fairfax Road, Chiswick. 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REYNOLDS, 105, 
Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 

COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Miss KENworthy, 2, 
Albert Road, Old Colwyn. and Mr. Hesrr Jounson. The Grange, 
Colwyn Bay. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss BeEpDForD, 237, 
Whitehorse Lane, South Norwood. 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wiok- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss Atick Luoas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH. — Hon. Sec., 
Mr. R. W. Kirkus, Capri, Portland Terrace, Dawlish. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss H. Saver, 
Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road, Eastbourne. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —President, Miss FRANCES HOWARD. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. J. S. DAmERRL, 161, Sidwell Street, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH. —President, Dr. H: Shose 
Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, “ Leigh,’? Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N. 12 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope, Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, 
Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD GARDEN SUBURB BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. 
Bourcuikr. Hon. Sec., Mrs. BALFour. 5, North Square, Hendon, N.W. 
HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. DALTON, 
““Nidus Avis,’’ Old London Road, Hastings. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 

HOLLINDALE. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KeitH MacKenzieg. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks. 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDES, 14, Edgerton 
Grove Rd., Huddersfield. Assist. Hon. Sec,. Miss Benson, 52, Trinity St. 

HULL BRANCH,—President, Commander KENwortny, M.P. Hon. Secs., 
Mr. H. W. Cox, 42, Boulevard; and Mr. WALTER Cox, 151, New Bridge 
Road, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.-— President, F. FisHer, Esq. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
McDona.p, The Bungalow, Kelvin Road, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.—President, 
Dr. HaDWEN. Hon. Sec. (Vacant). Assist. Hon. Sec., Miss Liry Carr. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The COUNTESS OF 
AYLESFORD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. Farpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. LesLiE SmitrH, B.A. Hon. Secs., 
Mr. and Mrs. Hotmgs, Hesperides, New Laithes Rd., Horsforth, Leeds. 

LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady ROLLESTON, 
Hon, Sec., Miss F. MAnngrs, 4, Evington Drive. Leicester. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH .—President, Miss Hore REA. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
De-r. Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (fro. tem.), Mr. A. E. 
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LINCOLN BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. Miss D. Ettiott, 47, Hungate, Lincoln. 
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LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. S. JoSOELYNE, 
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MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sez., Mrs. MOoicviget, 
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MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
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AvUXILIARY.—President, Mrs. E. A. Reip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J. W. WARREN, 
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MANCHESTER SOCIETY FOR PROTECTION OF ANIMALS FROM 
VIVISECTION.-— Chairman, Mr. G. S. Hopson, M.A., 81, Victoria 
Buildings, St. Mary’s Gate. 

MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA). — President, Basiz J ParkIN- 
sox, Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss H. MacDouGatt, 60, Holmes Road, Moonee 
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MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Kev. W. H. 
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NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Florence Lady 
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OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. ToyNBEE. 
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PLYMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord Ts&nTERDEN, 
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SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (pro. tem.), Rev.W.H. MattHEws,B. AS 
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SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—President, Rev. J. Bairp, J.P. 
Secretary, Councillor P. H. ALLAN. 

SHEFFIELD BRANCH.— Hon. Sec., Miss Puitiies, 8 Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield. 

SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, The Dowager Lady Forester. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. Mattuews, Silver Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. 
Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 

SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Bryant, 154, Millbrook Road, 
Southampton, 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. Wess, Esq. 
G.iapys Rosinson, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. 

SURBITON BRANCH.—President, The Baroness DE PALLANDT. Hon, 
Sec., Mrs. Howse, 114. The Crescent, Surbiton. 

TONBRIDGE BRANCH.- President, C. Lowry, Esq., M.A. Hon. Sec., Miss 
CONSTANCE WARNER, 

TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. Bring. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton. 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MAcCAUSLAND, Hon. 
Sec.. Miss Barnett, M.B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. : 

UCKFIELD BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G- WHIFFEN, Angers, High 
Hurstwood., Uckfield. 

ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEAvER, B.D. Hon. Sec. ” 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 

UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION,— 
President, Rev, P, H. WicksTEED, M.A., D. Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALICE 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. JosEeH. Hon. 
Sec. (pro. tem.), Mr. Mipp.eton. clo Miss W. Jones. 7, Arpley Street, 
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WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH,.—Hon Sec., Mrs. 
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WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.--President, Mrs. BADHAm. Hon. Sec., 
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WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH. — President, Ald. J. 
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WIMBLEDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec., Miss J. KESSLER, 132, Worple Road, Wimbledon. 

WINCHESTER BRANCH.—President. E. H, BLAKENEY, Esq., M.A. Hon. 
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WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small but in- 
fluential body of men, who must be carefully distinguished 
from doctors, few of whom have any acquaintance 
with it. 


POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 


To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
compromise of any kind. 
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‘*To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 

“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 
Autobtography of F. P. COBBR, 
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“TRUTH ” 


THE PRESS. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M_D., J.P. 


THINK it was Mr. Fraser Hewes, the energetic 

and whole-hearted honorary secretary of our Not- 

tingham Branch, who invented the phrase ‘“ Pub- 

licity will end vivisection.” It was a wise axiom 
and we do well to remember it. 


When Miss Frances Power Cobbe, the Foundress of | 
the British Union, first started her crusade against | 


vivisection practices in this country, she secured the ear 
of the Press. The agitation was new; it was sensational: 
it appeared suddenly as a novelty; Miss Cobbe had some 


awful tales to narrate of the licentious and utterly reckless 
work of the vivisection fiend, and it made good copy for | 


the newspapers. Then Lord Shaftesbury—the hero of 
the Factory Acts—joined her; Cardinal Manning gave 

his support; Lord Tennyson in poetic scorn flung himself 
into the fray; Ruskin hurled his bitter epithets at the 


vicious system and, for a time, everything went with 
a swing. 


The question became political; a Restriction Bill was | 
preseuted to Parliament and the whole system was dis- 


cussed by the legislature. The fatal error lay in pleading 


for restriction only; such policy tied the hands and 


| limited the arguments of the supporters of the measure: 


for it admitted the necessity of the practice and, con- 
sequently, its value, and, in effect, asked for its continua- 
tion under conditions. No attempt whatever was made 
to show its inutility or its unscientific nature; and the 
vivisectors seized upon this weak link in the chain of 
reasoning. An appeal was made to the profession, 
which knew nothing of the subject, but the members 
were prepared loyally to accept in simple faith what 
the vivisectors told them of its value—a claim which 
was indirectly endorsed by Miss Cobbe and_ her 
followers—and a deputation of 800 medical men waited 
upon the Home Secretary to protest against the Bill. 
The Restriction Bill passed—but with added restric- 
tions and conditions which converted it into a farce, for, 
providing the vivisectors and their friends declared it 
necessary, in the interests of science and humanity, that 
the restrictions be suspended, there was no violation of 
justice or civilization which could not be _ practised 
upon the sentient beings which lay in their power. 
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Too late, Miss Frances Power Cobbe and Lord Shaftes- 
bury—the two great leaders of the movement—realized 
with sad hearts the error they had made, and from that 
time forth they changed the policy of their Society to 
that of Abolition of the cursed practice. But the mischief 
was done, and for nearly half a century since we have 
been struggling to “right the wrong.”’ 

During that period, the vivisectors, by preying upon 
the fears of an ignorant public and still more ignorant 
politicians, have succeeded in gaining enormous power, 
and not only power but wealth; for vivisection has now 
become a richly endowed system under the direct support 
and protection of the State. With this increasing power, 
the leading Press, with an ever watchful eye upon the 
main chance, has become less and less sympathetic, and, 
whilst admitting freely any claim, any plausible story 
with which the vivisectors might furnish them, has 
sedulously refused every attempt upon our side to answer 
those claims, unless occasionally, it may be, a lame 
defence is allowed from someone who, holding with the 
hare and hunting with the hound, has played directly 
into the hands of the enemy. 

Many provincial newspapers have been fair in their 
dealings, and thus we have been able to secure a larger 
though more limited publicity for our views than could 
be afforded by the circulation of our magazine and of 
our pamphlets and by the holding of public meetings. 
And we are thankful to say that these opportunities for 


publicity have been increasing of late. But the London 
Press has, on the whole, been inimical. 

It is therefore not without feelings of intense satis- 
faction that we record the fact that two high-class and 
widely circulating organs like Tvuth and the Nation and 
the Atheneum have opened their columns to a fair dis- 
cussion of the subjects in which we are interested. We 
have no objection to the other side being stated. For 
instance, the Westminster Gazette recently asked me for 
an interview and they published an absolutely fair report 
of it; it was followed next day by a leader on the opposite 
side, but I do not object to that in the least. All we 
ask is an opportunity to state our own side and to answer 
our opponents. 

The great endeavour of the enemy both in this country 
and in America is to bring secret pressure to bear upon 
the Press, so that our views may be suppressed. They 
know they have no case; they know that their system is 
a mere revelling in hopeless theories which change as 
frequently as the wind; they know it will not stand the 
breath of criticism. The door has now been opened in 
influential quarters for the discussion of our principles, 
and we believe that with the growing realization of the 
soundness and unanswerable nature of our case, further 
opportunities will soon be given. We urge our friends 
to lose no opportunity of seizing upon them, remembering 
ever that irrefutable slogan: ‘Publicity will end 
vivisection.”’ 


Our Special Appeal. 


friends in America during the month, and before 

presenting, as usual, the list of donors to our 
Special Appeal Fund, we reproduce a letter which we 
feel will be of interest to all our members. The writer 
is Mr. Robert R. Logan, President of the American 
Anti-vivisection Society. 


‘ , Yi have received some generous donations from 


22, South Eighteenth Street, 
Philadelphia. 
January 23, 1923. 
My pDEAR Miss Kipp,—I enclose herewith a draft to the order of 
the British Union for £69 3s. on American Express Co., London. 
This is a donation to the British Union given as a testimonial to 
Dr. Hadwen in appreciation of his tremendous services to the cause 
of Anti-vivisection in America. The amount was contributed 
by the following persons and Societies: New England Anti- 
vivisection Society, 100 dollars; American Anti-vivisection 
Society, 100 dollars; Miss Georgiana Kendall, 30 dollars; Miss 
Susan R. Kendall, 30 dollars; Washington Humane Education 
and Anti-vivisection Society, 25 dollars; Maryland Anti- 
vivisection Society, 25 dollars; Humane Education and Anti- 
vivisection Society in Canada, 5 dollars; Mr. James P. Briggs, 
5 dollars; Anonymous, 5 dollars. 

It is impossible to measure how much of the increase in anti- 
vivisection sentiment and activity in America is to be attributed 
to Dr. Hadwen’s tours, and how much to the spiritual impulse 
awakened by the war, but in any case we can safely say this—that 
Dr. Hadwen’s efforts have carried Anti-vivisection in this country 
over the dead point. From now on, it is a live issue, commanding 
attention in the public Press and forcing the medical profession 
to organise and put themselves on the defensive. 

Please accept from me on behalf of all American anti- 
vivisectionists our homage and gratitude to Dr. Hadwen and our 
best wishes for the British Union.—Faithfully yours, 


RoBERT R. LoGan. 


Mrs. Diana Belais, President of the New York Anti- 
vivisection Society, later sent 100 dollars direct to 
Dr. Hadwen; this also will be seen in the list of donations 
for this month which follows. The list includes amounts 
sent up to February 17. 


dy Seeds 
Previously acknowledged 623 9 6 
American Gifts, per Robert R. Logan, Esq. 69 3 0O 
Anonymous (Southport) Lama 
Carden, Miss O26 
Christmas, Mrs. O26 
“Cinders” 010 O 
Harmar, Miss Fairlie 1,507 0 
Martin, Mrs. ae Ox 2iea6 
Molarc t= [eal nelsqeaer OS a6 
Slatter, Miss E. 20 aa 
Winterbottom, Mrs, 230580 

£699 13 6 


Also American cheques awaiting exchange into English money 
for the following amounts :—Mrs. Belais, for the New York Anti- 
vivisection Society, 100 dollars; the Misses Kendall, 40 dollars. 


Further donations, which are urgently needed, will be 
gratefully received by the Secretary, British Ur ion, 
32, Charing Cross, London, S.W.1. 
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A TOUR THROUGH CANADA and the STATES. 
Reminiscences and Reflections. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


(Continued from February.) 


fy OS ANGELES, or the City of the Angels, 
/) is the wonderland of the West, a city of 
iD) 


the most phenomenal growth. In the 
course of 35 years it has increased its popu- 
lation from a modest 11,000 to three- 


strong. Space is of little im- 
portance there, hence the parks 
seem to be never-ending— 
parks for children equipped 
with every amusement that 
can be conceived and with 
persons employed by the 
public to teach the little ones 

ee how to enjoy themselves; 
parks for holiday-makers who come from all parts of the 
State and camp out in the open-air for a fortnight at a 
time, living in the most primitive fashion under the 
shadow of giant trees; parks of oriental and sub-tropical 
beauty where students of floriculture can revel to their 
hearts’ content; parks for day trippers where tables, 
seats, hot water, and innumerable conveniences are all 
provided at public expense; parks of dales and glens 
and waterfalls and lakes and caves and rocks and every 
kind of wild hfe; parks of mountains thousands of feet 
high, with canyons of thrilling beauty; parks, parks 
everywhere. There is an ostrich farm—‘the largest 
in the world” of course—where the great birds lay their 
eggs, where their young are reared and where they live 
their long, long lives under fairly natural conditions. 
An alligator farm, too, where a thousand alligators 
disport themselves in shallow ponds and swamps, and 
breed there, and where you can witness the movements 
of these long-jawed creatures, and see the stages of their 
growth, from almost threadlike babes to giants of 500 
and 600 years old. 

And, except in the very heart of the city, where from 
morning till night the roadways are blocked with thousands 
of motor cars which must always move to the right and 
never stand still, the streets are for the most part of 
garden-like beauty; for the lawns rise from the roadway 
with no fences and gates to intercept the view of the 
pretty bungalows or the stately homes beyond, and in 
every direction the palms and pepper trees flourish 
until they become almost monotonous in their luxuriance. 
Here and there, interspersed with the houses, orange 
groves, with their dark green foliage and golden fruit, 
provide a variation in the landscape. Bright flowers are 
everywhere, rose bushes flourish by the million, water 
is never-ending in its supply, the sun is rarely dimmed 
and frosts and snows are practically unknown. It is 
neither too hot in summer nor too cold in winter, every- 
body has something to do with plenty of time to do it 
in, and the city teems with exuberant life. 


quarters of a million, and it is still going | 


The hotels are public palaces, where the people walk 


in and out as if the great buildings belonged to them, 
and where much of the business of the city is transacted ; 
the shop windows in hundreds of instances are studies 
in art and decoration; the streets stretch for miles and 
miles on end. Every nationality has its quarter; the 


clubs with their queer club life are innumerable, and there 
is scarcely a dogma under the sun that has not an elaborate 
organization to consecrate its existence. Everybody 
seems alert, yet nobody in a hurry; at every street 
corner are boys with piles of newspapers which are pub- 
lished every hour of the day; everybody buys them, 
everybody reads them, everybody discusses them ; they 
seem to constitute very largely the soul of the City of 
the Angels. 

Actual poverty appears non-existent; practically all 
the people you meet appear to be well-groomed and well- 
fed. Everybody seems to take an independent view of 
life and its bearings, and like the many cinemas with 
their endless round of amusement the populace paces 
the track with a light and buoyant heart. 

This was the setting in which I was to commence my 
work in Southern California, and the centre from which 
my journeys were toradiate. This is the last place in the 
world where the inhabitants need to be poisoned with 
vaccines and serums, for, seeing that the best protection 
against disease is a healthy environment, the State of 
California provides it all. Los Angeles is a city that 
teems with health, although there are slums in some of 
the overcrowded native quarters where an occasional 
isolated smallpox case appears as a warning to the author- 
ities that sanitary requirements are being overlooked 
somewhere. 
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Mrs. Rosemonde Rae Wright, 
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The Californian Anti-vivisection Society is the hub 
of the State on our question, as far as its general organiza- 
tion and initiative are concerned, and the President of 


| 


that Society, Mrs. Rosemonde Rae Wright, is the life | 


and spirit of the whole. 


to lead. Prior to my arrival she had been stating her 
side of the case to club after club in the luncheon hour, 
whilst the medical representative of the vivisectors—a 
vivisector himself—stated the other side, and there was 
no question about her capability to hold her own in the 
contest. 

THE OPPOSITION FORCES. 


Although Los Angeles is far removed from the great | 


Universities of the North, the medical forces were, never- 
theless, equally active, and a strong medical combination 
had been formed in order to smash, if possible, the efforts 
to carry the Bill for the Prohibition of Vivisection. 
The American Medical Association, with an income of 
a million dollars a year and possessing ramifications all 
over the States, appears to have entered into a compact 
with the Association of Life Insurance Medical Directors, 
representing sixty-six companies, to leave no _ stone 
unturned to defeat us. The insurance agents spread 
themselves like a spider’s web over all California, and 
each agent visits 200 to 400 families a week. These were 
all instructed to canvass against the Vivisection Pro- 
hibition Bill. They could reach, with a minimum of 
expense and effort, every remote corner of the rural 
areas outside the big cities, where we could not possibly 
go. An organization of that kind could only be fought 
by an organization of corresponding strength with wealth 
and personnel behind it; and I saw at once that against 


two such powerful forces, with which were combined the | 


influence of the great universities, the endless Health 
. Departments, and the immense chemical commercial 
firms, whose financial existence depended largely upon 
the cursed traffic in animal suffering, the struggle would 
be a long and deadly one ere victory was ours. 
It?must*be remembered that the State of California 
alone (which is only one out of the 48 States composing 
the American Union), could comfortably accommodate 
within its boundaries the whole of the United Kingdom 


—it is 780 miles in length and from 150 to 350 miles in | 


width, the coastline embracing 1,000 miles—-and perhaps, 
instead of being discouraged, we ought rather to con- 
gratulate ourselves that in the final poll the Anti-vivi- 
sectionists scored a total of 226,389 votes against 514,783 
of the enemy. Roughly we were beaten two to one in 
the whole State, but in some of the districts which we 
had been able to canvass to some extent, the numbers 
were more encouraging; for instance, in Los Angeles 
County, in spite of the herculean efforts put forth to 
defeat us, we secured 83,000 votes against 113,000 of the 
enemy. The total number of votes cast was less on both 
sides than two years before, due in some measure, perhaps, 
to the hesitancy which had been created in many minds 
by the conflicting arguments on both sides, and partly 
to the unprecedented number of measures upon which the 
proletariat was asked to vote. If, however, we regret 
that we had not scored a bigger number, our opponents 
must, nevertheless, feel greatly chagrined to find that 
in spite of the vast sums of money they had poured out 
like water and the prodigious amount of work they had 
thrown into the contest in order to defeat us, they had 
scored 12,347 votes fewer than two years previously. 


She is a tall, elegant, graceful | 
woman, with pale face and dark piercing eyes, possessing | 
a real command of language, able to couch commonplace | 
truths in poetic terms, and she is born to command and | 


| gave 2,000 dollars. 


—— 


PREPARING FOR THE NEXT FIGHT. 

Directly the result was announced, Mrs. Rae Wright, 
nothing daunted, called a meeting of her Committee and 
immediately began to plan out the campaign for the 
next fight two years hence. With more effective 
organization and a larger body of workers the battle is 
bound to be won, and I am confident, from what I ‘saw 
and heard, that the enemy knows it. But money is 
needed badly. 

Now, the Osteopaths and the Chiropractors both had 
a Bill this time in the Referendum, demanding the right 
to have their qualifications for diplomas tested by their 
own examiners instead of by the orthodox allopathic 


_ doctors who, they alleged, did not understand their 


principles. They both won. But the cost was heavy. 
Hundreds of thousands of leaflets were distributed broad- 
cast, and everywhere I went, even on the most unfre- 
quented roads, their large cards of appeal were nailed 
to trees and posts in all directions. It cost the Chiro- 


| practors 77,500 dollars and the Osteopaths about the 


same, whereas the Californian Anti-vivisection Society 
spent only 10,000 dollars altogether. Like everything 
else ‘‘’tis money makes the mare to go”! Of this sum, 
Miss Edith Latham, the Founder of the Latham Founda- 
tion for Humane Education (who entertained me during 
my previous visit to California), a most devoted and 
generous worker as well as a highly-cultured woman, 
With more such generous donors, 
and more workers, when the next struggle comes victory 
may be with us. - 

I reached Los Angeles on a Saturday morning at 7.45, 
and was motored to the office, where Mrs. Wright handed 
me my accumulated correspondence, consisting of 54 
letters from England and various parts of the States. 

NEWSPAPER ATTACKS. 
Some contained newspaper attacks upon me by doctors 
in the cities I had recently visited, and I was fortunate 
in being able to dictate replies to a kind and competent 


| stenographer in the office before leaving. But the 


ubiquitous interviewer was soon on my track, and letter 
reading was varied by providing copy for my enquiring 
friends. Then came the newspaper photographer; first 
I had to pose in the light by the window; then in a darkish 
corner, where I was snapped under the influence of a 
flashlight, and readers of the Saturday evening papers, 
as well as of the Sunday edition, had the privilege of 
studying the features as well as the observations of the 
new arrival! 

My host and hostess, Mr. and Mrs. Paul Johnson, came 
for me later. I was indeed fortunate in being enter- 
tained by them, and the kindness and hospitality of all 
the family I shall never forget. They live at Altadena, 
about 20 miles from Los Angeles, at the foot of Mount 
Lowe, which reaches a height of 6,000 feet above the sea, 
and up the steep sides of which a funicular railway climbs 
to the observatory near the summit, which is visited by 
large numbers weekly. The view from the top at night 
over the thousands of square miles of the lighted cities 
stretching far away to the shores of the Pacific is one of 
the most arresting sights in the world. 

My friend’s house was a dream, and the extensive 
grounds, furnished with every variety of sub-tropical 
vegetation, were a delight for tired eyes to rest upon. 
Although it was toward the end of October when I arrived, 
the whole place was bathed in warmth and sunshine, and 
the extensive winding swimming-bath in among the 
bushes looked most inviting; roses bloomed in all direc- 
tions and the birds disported themselves in their bath 
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just outside my open window and kept me company 
with their song whilst I wrote my letters. Mr. Paul 
Johnson was the generous donor of the great clock that 
graces the City Hall of Philadelphia, the summit of which 
is surmounted by the figure of William Penn in his broad- 
brimmed Quaker hat, which reaches 9 ft. in diameter. 
His hobby is wireless telephony, and in the room next to 
mine was a most elaborate arrangement of instruments, 
which by a turn of a handle put him in communication 
with all parts of the United States. Mrs. Paul Johnson 
and her sister, Miss Folkes, are Anti-vivisection devotees. 
When we took our long motor drives to distant cities, 
a hammer and nails always accompanied them, and every 
now and then we had to stop while they jumped out and 
nailed a red card to the trunk of a tree or a telegraph 
pole, urging the public to prohibit vivisection and “‘ Vote 
‘Yes’ on Amendment 28.’ Miss Folkes never missed a 


chance of distributing literature in all directions; no 
busy bee in summer-time could surpass her in zealous 
concentration upon the one object before her. 


UG 


A Picture that appeared in the New York City American. 


Like all American women, these ladies of the household 
could turn their hands to anything. Their servants, a 
negro and negress, came daily, and English people would 
_be surprised to see them drive up in their own 
motor cars, garage them in the grounds and drive off 
again when their day’s work was over; and the intelli- 
gence and actual culture of these coloured people was 
unquestionably above the average of the ordinary English 
servant. They and their coloured friends came to several 
of my lectures, and their marked interest and subsequent 
comments amazed me. 
__ It is surprising, however, that in some parts of the 
States the negroes are kept at arm’s length. Coming 
home on board ship I entered into conversation with a 
_ lady passenger from Virginia upon the question of “‘colour.”’ 

Said she: ‘‘We don’t allow them to walk on the same 
side of the street with us in Virginia, it would never do. 
_ When I went to Chicago last week, I visited the museum 
of paintings, and there, to my horror, I actually saw a 
coloured man sitting down before a picture, painting!” 

The horror expressed upon her face at the remembrance 
of such a terrible sight was so comical that I had some 
difficulty in commanding my features. 

“Did he paint well?’ I asked. 

‘Paint!”’ she echoed, ‘“‘I am bound to say it was life- 
_ like, but—ugh!” and she shuddered as if she had suddenly 
caught sight of a rattlesnake, ‘“‘ugh—fancy—a black man 
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—painting! I was obliged,” she continued, “to turn 
my face right away and hurry out!” 

I could scarcely believe my eyes or my ears, but it 
gave me an inkling of what the North was up against 
in the American Civil War. 

In the West the coloured people are treated as human 
beings. They all have the franchise ; they have experienced 
what tyranny means in their own lives or in that of their 
forebears, and when once they can be reached and have 
learned of the tyranny and cruelty which are being imposed 
upon other helpless creatures unable to defend themselves 
against their oppressors, their sympathies will be aroused 
and it will mean a great accession to the vote against 
vivisection. As in England, there is but one thing 
needed—the education of the masses. They are being 
kept in ignorance of facts, or are being deceived by 
those to whom self-interest is superior to conscience; 
when once the masses can be reached, the result is certain. 

On the Monday I began work, and all the remaining 
part of the time I was in California I lectured once or 
twice a day. 

My first lecture-opening was surrounded with interest. 
It was in connection with the Women’s City Club, and 
the meeting was held in the Walker Theatre, Los Angeles. 
It began at half-past twelve. Everybody gets up early 
in this Sunshine City, so they are ready for lunch before 
midday, and we accordingly repaired to one of the many 
elegant business establishments which provide dainty 
tables with dainty lunches in the midst of every variety 
of artistic merchandise. We were in one corner of a 
long gallery that ran round the building and we had just 
commenced eating when a tall, well-built, pretty girl 
approached and began going round and round in front of 
us like a teetotum; then she lifted her arms and turned 
her back upon us, then her front, in perfect silence but 
with a perpetual smile on her face. Nobody seemed to 
take any notice of her and I felt very sorry for the poor 
girl. Turning to my hostess as the young woman went 
pirouetting up the gallery, I said: “I suppose that 
poor creature is an imbecile; it is a pity there isn’t someone 
to look after her.”’ 

She smiled soothingly at my innocence and said, ‘‘Oh! 
She is a dressmaker’s model. She is letting us see the 
latest fashion.’”’ I collapsed! 

The theatre was packed when we arrived; I counted 
900 ladies in front of me, all the best women of the city, 
who had come to hear the pros and cons of several burning 
questions. The lady President opened the proceedings 
to the very tick of the clock. I had noticed in my last 
visit to California that there is nothing of the happy- 
go-lucky characteristic with American women that there 
is with the men; their public functions are conducted 
with the precision of an automaton! 

RED INDIAN ELOQUENCE. 

The first item on the programme was a debate between 
two prominent politicians on the subject of police pensions, 
which was just then a burning question. They were 
only allowed ten minutes each. A Red Indian lady, in 
her native costume, next rose from the platform to plead 
for support of the rights of her native tribes. I had 
often read reports of the eloquent speeches delivered by 
Red Indian Chiefs on occasions of important palavers 
with the white men, and I must frankly confess I had 
always accepted them cum grano salis; but that afternoon 
I learned a lesson I shall not easily forget. In cultured 
English, without even an American accent, without a note 
before her, this native lady poured out her soul before the 
members of her own sex. With graceful gesture, well- 
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modulated voice, and in clear, 
ringing tones she told her story 
insimple language, but with im- 
passioned speech and eloquent 
expressions which fairly 
thrilled me as I listened, and 
the whole audience seemed 
spell-bound. 

“You have put us in re- 
servations,’ she exclaimed, 
‘“‘you have bound us in the 
fetters of partial slavery. 
We don’t want reservations; 
we don’t want slavery. 
We ask for our freedom, 
the freedom which you, my 
sisters, claim for your- 
selves. You have triumphed 
over us, you have taken our lands, you have 
brought us within the range of American citizenship, 
but you deny us the citizen’s rights. In the long years 
that have rolled by since you conquered us, we have 
been loyal to the American Republic; we are prepared 
to be loyal still, but you deny us the vote, you deny us 
our common rights and privileges, and we are treated 
only as a pawn in the game of political strategy. I 
plead with you, my sisters, for my people, for the poor 
American Indian, that we may have the liberty which 
you yourselves enjoy.” 

For a quarter of an hour this handsome, stately woman 
—with jet-black shining hair hanging down in two long 
plaits to her waist, leathern jacket and gaiters and 
homespun plaid dress, girt round the waist with a 
strange broad hand-wrought metal belt—stood and urged 
her cause. It was one of the most moving, eloquent 
speeches I had ever heard, and directly she had finished 
I rose from my seat and grasped her hand in congratula- 
tion. ‘‘ You are kind; thank you so much,” she responded, 
and the women in the audience cheered to the echo. 

A HAPPY PARALLEL. 

I was intensely glad that my turn came next. The lady 
President announced that I would have 25 minutes, as 
there was no opponent. ‘‘We have done our best to get 
one,’ she said, ‘“‘as we wished to hear both sides of this 
important question. I wrote to the Medical Council for 
that purpose, and I am informed that a special meeting 
was called to consider the invitation, but no doctor 
would undertake it.”’ This caused some amusement. 

The Red Indian lady had given me the cue for my 
speech, and I remarked how my whole soul had been 
thrilled by the burning eloquence and lofty idealism of 
the brave woman who had just sat down. “I am glad 
to follow her,’’ I continued. ‘“‘She has pleaded for the 
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liberty of her race; she has dwelt upon her people’s 
wrongs; in commanding and impressive language she 
has asked if you—her sisters of the common stock of 
humanity—will, with the power and influence at your 
command, right the wrong from which her people have 
suffered. Glad indeed must be the tribes who, in their 
hour of need, can turn to one of themselves capable of 
presenting their case in such a manner as no outsider 
could do. And now I follow in her train; I too come 
before you to ask for liberty, I come to you with wrong 
that must be righted, and with a plea for sympathy for 
creatures groaning under the burden of the white man’s 
power. But, alas, those for whom I plead cannot state 
their own case, as the native Indian tribes of this great 
country can state theirs by the lips of their eloquent 
spokeswoman; God has not furnished my clients with 
the gift of speech, so I come here to-day as the dumb 
creatures’ friend, not only to voice the same cry for liberty, 
to tell the same sad story of oppression, to urge the same 
means of redress, but to tell a tale of iniquity, of cruelty, 
of dastardly outrage before which the pathetic story you 
have just heard pales almost into insignificance.” 
THE INEXORABLE PRESIDENT. 

As usual, I was soon lost in my subject, and forgot 
all about time. But the lady President didn’t forget 
it. Whenever I cast a side glance over my shoulder, 
her eye was fixed steadily on her watch; like every lady 
president, with her mind concentrated on duty, she con- 
templated nothing but bringing her hand down on that 
gong the very second that my 25 minutes had expired! 
I had just reached a point of soul-stirring eloquence in 
which I was soaring to dizzy heights that would have 
made cold water run down the spine of a Demosthenes 
(thus my feelings would have it), when I suddenly caught 
sight of a delicately-shaped hand stealthily stretching 
itself out, every finger flashing with diamonds and precious 
stones, and in an instant I nearly jumped out of my 
skin, as that pretty hand fell ruthlessly on the top of the 
resounding gong! I was as suddenly brought to earth 
as if, for all the world, I had been hurled down the rod of 
a lightning conductor. When I turned disconsolately to 
the chair, I was met by such a calm, placid, peaceful 
countenance, wreathed in a smile of satisfaction that 
her job was over! How could I be angry? But there 
were other women as smart as she. 

Before I had time to recover from the shock, I heard 
a sweet voice in the audience crying: ‘Lady President, 
I beg to propose that Dr. Hadwen be allowed another 
20 minutes.”? (Cheers.) 

Upjumped another lady, ‘‘Isecond that.”’ (Morecheers). 

Then a lady right at the very back rose: “I beg to 
oppose; I want to know why Dr. Hadwen should have 
all this time to himself, why isn’t some doctor here to 
oppose him?” 


‘“‘T suppose,’ said the lady President blandly, “they. 


are all afraid to face him; that is the only conclusion I 
can draw. Now I put it to the meeting; those for the 
proposition that Dr. Hadwen take another 20 minutes.”’ 

Up went a forest of hands. 

** Against ?”’ 

The lady at the back raised her five digits and I pro- 
ceeded, but I kept my eye on my own watch this time, 
and I finished my peroration just as I saw the delicate 
little hand slowly creeping out from under the President’s 
table. 

I had quite a different experience on the day following. 
I was fixed to speak at the Advertisers’ Club in the city 
in the luncheon hour, and at Glendale in the evening. 
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These luncheon hours constitute quite a revelation to 
an Englishman. The whole time that the. luncheon is 
going on there is more or less excitement; some official 
or other is making announcements of various kinds; 
the Chairman is busy drawing attention to club matters; 
if any member has brought one or more friends, he has 
to stand up together with his friends and call out their 
names; then the latter follow by describing who they 
are and what is their business. If the names are not 
announced in a sufficiently loud voice so that the few 
hundreds present can hear, the President fines them so 
many dollars and a man goes round with a big box col- 
lecting the fines. I am sure no Englishman would submit! 
When all this sort of thing is over, and the members 
have got through their luncheon as best they can, the 
business of listening to speeches commences. 


A PERSONAL ATTACK. 

In the present instance I was preceded by two or three 
others. It was not a debate, unfortunately, but the 
statement of two sides of a question; the affirmative 
had to speak first, and the negative had to reply. This 
being the case I was placed in amost unfortunate position, 
for, knowing that I should have no chance of a retort, 
as would have been the case at the Women’s City Club, 
the duly appointed representative of the Medical Council, 
a vivisector and a bacteriologist, named Dr. Brem, came 
down bravely to oppose me. I outlined my case in the 
ten minutes allotted me, expecting, of course, that my 
opponent would vouchsafe an answer; but this he did 
not attempt to do. 

I was simply amazed at the vulgarity. of his pro- 
cedure. He came armed with the personal attack 
which had been made upon me in the Journal of 
the American Medical Association ; and held up sheafs 
of correspondence regarding my refusal to debate with 
Mr. Chester Rowell to which I referred in my last article, 
about which he told the most outrageous falsehoods. 
It was all in the style of the Professors of Stanford 
University, and as he continued with nothing but un- 
truthful personalities I could hardly keep my seat for 
indignation. Immediately he sat down, however, I 
demanded, on a point of order, the right of reply to the 
personalities which had been indulged in. But it was 
useless, the Chairman and the President refused point 
blank, and all I could do was to tell them individually 
what I thought of them, and then write to the Secretary 
pointing out the injustice, and informing him that, in 
spite of the greatest prejudice that might exist against 
an opponent in England, I did not believe there was a 
single community anywhere in my country that would 
have tolerated such a scandal. 

This was followed by the publication of the attack 
made upon me by the Medical Journal referred to above, 
by Dr. Lockwood—said to be the leading surgeon in 
Pasadena (where I was to speak)—in the principal paper 
of the city. I saw the editor personally and was for- 
tunately able to publish a complete answer. I then 
sent a personal challenge to Dr. Lockwood to debate 
with me and to justify his conduct; this he refused to do. 

Three days afterwards I went by motor to Long Beach 
(37 miles distant) to a large literary club to speak in the 
afternoon. When J arrived at the hall, I found I was to 
be opposed by the same Dr. Brem who had acted in such 
an ungentlemanly manner at the Advertisers’ Club. 
The President happened to be a lady, and I at once sought 
her out and asked the order of the proceedings. She 
said there were to be two speakers besides myself, repre- 


sentatives of the Chiropractorsand Osteopaths respectively ; — 


we were to have a quarter of an hour each, and as Dr. Brem 
was the appointed official medical representative to oppose 
all three, he would have three-quarters of an hour. I 
then told her how he had behaved in Los Angeles and said 
that she must clearly understand that if personalities 
were introduced I should demand the right of reply, and 
that unless I was allowed to reply I should refuse to 
speak at all. 

“TI shall not allow any personalities here, and I will 
at once go and tell him so,” she answered. This she did, 
and informed him that if any attempt were made to trans- 
gress the rules of courtesy in his remarks she would im- 
mediately stop it and he must adhere to the subject in hand, 

When I had stated my case succinctly and had com- 
pletely answered Dr. Brem’s ‘“‘case”’ (which had been 
furnished me by a friend), I added: “I hope my medical 
opponent will make some attempt to answer me. I 
met him recently in public in Los Angeles, but he evaded 
every issue I had raised and shielded himself behind 
personalities, which I understand has been his usual 
course. I ask you carefully to note the points of my 
argument and to see if my opponent answers them.” 

This put the audience on the qui vive, and Dr. Brem 
came forward to the platform. For forty-two minutes 
he meandered on about the Chiropractors and the 
Osteopaths, looking now and then at his watch, which 
showed he knew how the time was going. It wasclear 
he was doing his best to spin it out, and I wondered when 
he would reach me. At last he did so: “As to the ques- 
tion of Anti-vivisection,’? said he, ‘‘I should like to 
know why this gentleman has been imported into Long 
Beach. Are not the Anti-vivisectionists capable . of 
fighting their own case without fetching someone from 
England? If you listen to him you will increase the 
death-rate by thousands a year; your hogs will die 
from swine fever; your fruit exportations will be ruined ; 
you won’t be able to have any certified milk, and tuber- 
culosis will spread all through the State. J shall not 
stay here, I could never hold myself responsible for the 
terrible mortality that will be caused. I—I——”’ 


A Street in Los Angeles. 

The gong sounded, and with his face wreathed in smiles 
and looking far happier than he had during the previous 
three-quarters of an hour, he didn’t wait to finish his 
sentence, but hurriedly gathered up his papers (which 
the President had forbidden him to use), and almost 
ran down the hall amid the laughter—I won’t say “‘jeers”’ 


—-of the audience. He had scored badly, and no one 
knew it better than himself. 
(To be continued.) 


» |HE scene is the Royal Society of 
f | Medicine, Wimpole Street, Lon- 
don; the hour, 8.30 in the evening 
of January 26, 1923; the occasion 
the centenary of the death of 
Edward Jenner, the alleged dis- 
coverer of vaccination. The hall, 
which is not large, is less than 
half full. 


everybody is in evening dress. 
They all look absolutely sure that 
they are a privileged class. They 
would be called in the Press a 
“distinguished company” and they 
A few young girls, accompanied by older 


know it. 
males, have an air of having been brought to the 
meeting because Edward Jenner was a person whom it 
is proper to know about; but this expression is not 
confined to them—it is on every face, and it is the pre- 


dominant expression. One can almost hear the unspoken 
words: ‘‘ Proper-minded people believe in Jenner.” 
A COMPARISON. 

My thoughts go back to another great Centenary Meeting, 
held within a year from this. I see the great Queen’s 
Hall packed from floor to ceiling with eager, earnest 
people with alert and pioneer minds—-a few, but very 
few, in evening dress—impelled to do honour to Richard 
Martin, not by propriety, nor by self-interest, nor at 
the behest of any “‘authority,’”’ but from sheer gratitude 
and admiration. I doubt if the people of the Jenner 
Centenary know anything about Richard Martin. He 
never got £30,000 by a Parliament grant; he got abuse 
and cat-calls instead. Therefore he was outside the 
circle of proper people. 

Yet the public honoured Richard Martin by filling 


the huge Queen’s Hall; while some sixty frock-coated and | 


bare-shouldered medical ladies and gentlemen strolled 


into the hall of the Medical Society, after dinner, to | 


honour Edward Jenner, and no doubt amply fulfilled the 
cheerful prophecy of Professor Simpson to the Sunday 
Times that ‘‘a large audience is assured.’’ This is the 
kind of meeting that the vivisectors and their friends 
always consider large. They are easily satisfied. 

To judge by the lecture to which we are treated they 
are easily satisfied in other ways. It is delivered in an 


amateurish fashion, and is illustrated by amateurish 


lantern slides, which cast their reflection (with that of 
the operator’s hand) upon the screen and remain there 
for an interminable time, since there are very few of 
them. The lecture is read, and its monotony is enhanced 
by the weary voice of the speaker, who is the President 
of the Medical Society (Sir William Hale-White). 

A DREARY LECTURE. 

It is simply a rehash of Baron’s “Life of Jenner”— 
which, as Dr. Charles Creighton clearly shows in his 
book *‘ Jenner and Vaccination,” is far from being a reliable 
guide to the facts. There is no argument; no presenta- 
tion of a “‘case”’ for vaccination; no appreciation of the 
controversial nature of the subject—unless, indeed, it is 
the realisation of the last that makes the lecturer confine 
himself to the story of Jenner’s life. It is all so elementary 
that none but a Harley Street gathering could sit it out 
with equanimity. 
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With one or two exceptions, | 


It is indeed soothing syrup, and it is needed, for they — 


have suffered a disturbing episode before they entered. 
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The British Medical Journal of February 3 records that 
they were— 

“diligently plied with Anti-vaccinationist leaflets—in the circum- 
stances a grotesque misdirection of energy.” y 

Poor things! And the distributors (two ladies of the 
British Union Committee) have recorded that they were 
‘““very angry.”’ The joke of it is that they do not seem to 
have grasped the fact that the alleged ‘‘ Anti-vaccination- 
ist leaflets’ contained not a single word of propaganda, 
but only the quoted expressions of Sir Watson Cheyne, 
Sir Thomas Horder and Dr. McCoy, three medical men of 
unimpeachable orthodoxy. They merely scented heresy, 
and they were very angry. 

THE VOTES OF THANKS. 

At the end, there is a vote of thanks. The gentleman 
who proposes it remarks naively that ‘‘a few years ago” 
there was a smallpox epidemic in Gloucester, where the 
people were not vaccinated; and that there is a “church- 
yard”? where 279 people (hesitation)—‘ mostly children” 
—are buried, and only one of them vaccinated. He does 
not even know the case for his own side, but tries to 
remember what Mr. Paget’s leaflet has stated. An older 
gentleman seconds the vote of thanks and quotes a 
pathologist who told him that it would be best not to 
oppose the anti-vaccinationists, ‘“‘as we did not want to 
keep such people alive.”’ (Laughter.) 

I learn afterwards that the first speaker was Sir Anthony 
Bowlby, Consultant Surgeon to the Forces in France 
during the war, and the second Dr. Reece, C.B., Senior 
Medical Officer of the Ministry of Health. The British 
Medical Journal, in reporting them, omits what I have 
quoted. 

The function is over and the audience disperses— 
apparently upstairs—more than ever superior, and still 
sublimely unconscious of the clamour of dissent outside. 

What a collection of fossilised souls in conventional 
attire! 

They have seen, in the amateurish lantern display, 
a milkmaid’s hand covered with most repulsive looking 
pustules, and have quite cheerfully contemplated the 
removal of matter from those pustules and its insertion 
into the body of James Phipps, a boy. The shock of 
such a sight might, one would have imagined, have 
raised a doubt in minds previously filled with a hazy 
picture of “‘pure calf lymph.”? Nobody seems to have 


_ breathed the suggestion that it was rather hard on James 


Phipps. Human vivisection is as acceptable to this 
company as vaccination. 
VIVISECTING FOR AMUSEMENT. 

And this suggests a final word. Jenner, let it never 
be forgotten, was a vivisector. In the course of the 
dreary lecture, letters from Hunter to Jenner were read, 
and in one of them Hunter advised Jenner to make a 
hole in the body of a hedgehog and insert a thermometer 
therein. But some of Hunter’s other suggestions were 
not repeated by the President of the Medical Society. 
It is possible that even that fossilised audience, incapable 
of qualms about the feelings of a hedgehog, might have 
felt some faint stirrings of discomfort had their attention 
been drawn to the sufferings of dogs, at the hands of men 
like Hunter and Jenner, in a day when anesthetics were 
unknown: I will conclude with a quotation from one 
of Hunter’s letters, which reveals both master and pupil 
in a very unfavourable light. This letter is included in 
Baron’s ‘‘ Life of Jenner”’ and it is a pity that the lecturer 


- omitted it. 
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“Tf you would make some experiments on the increased heat 
of inflammation, I should be obliged to you. . . . I opened the 
thorax of a dog between two ribs, and introduced the thermometer. 
Then I put some lint into the wound to keep it from healing by 
first intention, that the thorax might inflame. But before I 
had time to try it again, my dog died on the fourth day. A deep 
wound might be made into the thick of a dog’s thigh; then put 
in the thermometer and some extraneous matter. If these 
experiments will amuse you I should be glad they were made, 


The Annual Meetings. 


The Annual Meetings will take place on Thursday, | 


May 31, at the Caxton Hali, Westminster; the Council 
Meeting at 2.30 and the Public Meeting at 7.30 p.m. 


‘Stall at Cruft’s Dog Show. 


The British Union had a large stall at Cruft’s Dog | 
Show on February 7 and 8, and we are deeply indebted | 


to several willing helpers, who came forward on rather 
short notice and undertook the management of the stall. 


Mr. Maurice Toms was in attendance on Wednesday 


afternoon and Thursday morning, but had to return to 
Portsmouth for a meeting on Thursday. The stall was 
therefore mainly in the charge of Mrs. Keith Mackenzie, 
who devoted nearly the whole of both days to it, and 
worked assiduously. Captain and Mrs. Butcher, Captain 


and Mrs. Pinto Leite, Mrs. Moilliet, Miss Simpson, | 
| March 26, at 8.30 p.m. 


Miss Twitchett and Mr. Leonard White also rendered 
valuable service. Mrs. Pater undertook the somewhat 
laborious. work of unpacking and arranging, which 
necessitated leaving home at a very early hour, since 


things were not sufficiently advanced to enable this to | : 
| Branch, will be glad to supply tickets (prices 2/4, 3/6 


be done on the previous day. She also attended and 
distributed literature on the first day, but a sudden call, 
owing to illness in her family, deprived us of her assistance 
later. 


literature was put into the hands of really interested 
people. Although our stall was not in the best position, 
the energy of our helpers made it a great success, and we 
are entirely satisfied with the result. 


Change of Bank. 


taken over the work of Cox’s Bank, have now a Branch 


nearer to our offices. We have therefore arranged for 


the account to be transferred from St. James’ Street to 


~Liloyd’s Bank, Commercial Department, 


16, Charing 


Cross, S.W.1. 


Work for the British Union. 


| 


good friend Mrs. Murch, of 2, Moorfield, High West 
Jesmond, Newcastle-on-Tyne, makes up ladies’ own 


materials into artistic underwear, and hands over the 


hope some ladies interested in our work will enable her 


price of making to the British Union. For a nightdress, 
beautifully made, her charge is ten shillings. We can 
personally recommend Mrs. Murch’s needlecraft, and 


thus to add to our resources. 
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It was found that several helpers were needed | 
at a time, owing to the crowd that gathered, and many | 
subscribers were gained, while a large quantity of | 


| the year. 
| and acknowledging an inrush of parcels in our busiest 


4] 


chest. ~ 

For unadulterated callousness it would be difficult to 
beat the above. Jenner no doubt did some experi- 
ments; let us hope that his naturally dilatory habit, 


| which is evident throughout the correspondence, may 
have prevented him from imitating Hunter in every 
_ detail, and torturing dogs for ‘‘amusement.”’ 


By EK. 


The Jumbie Sale. 

We had intended to hold a Jumble Sale this April. 
But when the announcement was made we did not reckon 
on the great pressure of work during the early part of 
In view of the utter impossibility of receiving 


season, we have been compelled to postpone this effort 
till the autumn. The Sale will probably take place the 
last week in September. Meanwhile, we can receive 
parcels in ordinary numbers. 


Mr. Archie Day’s Recital. 


Those who attended the delightful violin and pianoforte 
recital held in aid of the British Union during the Martin’s 
Act Centenary Week by Mr. Alfred Gibbs and Mr. Archie 
Day will be glad to know that the latter is giving a 
pianoforte recital in the Steinway Hall on Monday, 
All are agreed in regarding 
Mr. Day as a musician of remarkable talent, and his 
generous aid to the British Union should be an induce- 
ment to real music lovers to encourage him on the path of 
fame. Miss Spencer, hon. secretary of our Willesden 


and 5/9) to those desirous of purchasing them. Applica- 
tions can be addressed to the British Union Offices. The 
highest-priced tickets are numbered and reserved. 
Obituary. 

We deeply regret to record the passing away of Miss 
C. M. Nichols, R.E., President of our Norwich Branch. 
The daughter of a famous surgeon, Mr. William Peter 
Nichols, F.R.C.S. (Senior Consulting Surgeon of the 
Norfolk and Norwich Hospital), she was an ardent anti- 


| vivisectionist who never hid the light of her convictions 


os oer ; _ under a bushel. 
Messrs. Lloyd, the British Union’s bankers, having | j, which she was a ereat exhibitor. 
_ degrees and honours conferred by Academies of Art in 


establishment’ at 16, Charing “Cross, ‘which 1s much | in7, and other countries. 


Her life-work was etching and painting, 
She held many 


The Eastern Daily Press of 
January 31 devoted a whole column to an account of her 
life and work. She had borne a long illness with remark- 
able fortitude, and kept up her anti-vivisection work 
to the last. 


|The Research into Distemper. 
We are glad to draw attention to the fact that our | 


Dog lovers are being induced, by an appeal to their 
feelings, to subscribe to a fund to enable the Medical 
Research Council to conduct an inquiry into the cause of 
distemper in dogs. We feel assured that neither the 


| Duke of Beaufort nor the Duke of Portland, in whose 
| names the appeal is issued, realise in the least the kind 


of experiments which will be indulged in. These inquiries, 
as a rule, mean submitting the animals concerned to 
every form of discomfort or pain which it is thought 
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might possibly be the cause of the disease in question, 
or might render the dogs more “‘susceptible to attack.” 
Thus in order to obtain a negative answer any amount of 
suffering may be inflicted. The Medical Research 
Council is the very last body to be trusted in this matter, 
in view of the shocking experiments it conducted on 
dogs in the course of its absurd inquiry into rickets. It 
is distressing to read in the Harmsworth Press appeals for 
money to enable these things to be done on the ground 
that the dog is “‘man’s best friend.”’ The real motive 
is to protect not the dog, but the dogbreeder; and for 
the sake of dogs whose financial value is high, any number 
of sensitive, faithful mongrels will be ruthlessly sacrificed. 


Foolish Feeding Experiments. 


The Yimes of February 13 had a column about “‘ Research 
at Rowett Institute,” which forms an amusing com- 
mentary on the nonsense that has been written about 
vitamins. The investigators, one of whom is Dr. Elliot, 
M.P., conclude that vitamins don’t matter, and that the 


mineral constituents in food are the important factor. 

“Tf the natural man consumes accidentally at least a peck of 
dirt, the sophisticated man and carefully guarded farm animals 
may not get all the minerals required.” 


This reminds us of Sir Almroth Wright’s glorification 
of dirt. What he said of the outside of the body these 
researchers say of the inside. 

The general conclusion reached after the perusal of 
this report must be the plain one always insisted on by 
anti-vivisectionists, that it is impossible to argue from 
one animal to another. We come across the remark that 
“the beneficial effect of cod liver oil was much greater 
in the case of sheep than with pigs,” and the proposition 
is put forward that “too much reliance has been based 
on feeding experiments made on rats and guinea-pigs 
—in short, conclusions as to the effects of vitamin 
deficiency drawn from them do not necessarily apply 
to other and larger animals.” 

And yet it has been supposed that these experiments 
were to teach us how to feed our children! 


Grafting Pigs’ Eyes. 

Here are three headlines from recent issues of American 
newspapers. 

January 25, 1923. Philadelphia Public Ledger: 

“Grafting Pig’s Eye Aids Boy.” 
January 30. New York Evening Sun: 
“Doctor sure Youth will see with Grafted Eye.” 
February 3. Philadelphia Public Ledger: 
“Pisg’s Eye Operation Fails.” 

We saw a reference in some of our own papers that 
are much given to medical advertisement to this wonderful 
new operation, but not to the sequel. 


Doctor’s Lecture on Vaccination. 


We note that a public vaccinator, Dr. Renton, has 


given two lectures on ‘‘ Vaccination”’ recently at Doncaster, 
where there has been a mild epidemic of smallpox. The 
Doncaster Chronicle (February 10), which reports and 
also devotes a leader thereto, tells us that the doctor 
““went on, piling up an unanswerable case in favour of 
vaccination.”’ As the editor also says that smallpox 
“occurs only among unvaccinated peoples,” it is quite 
clear that he, at any rate, could have answered nothing. 
We presume he has never heard of the Philippines, though 
the above mendacious statement could be answered by 
reference to [urope alone. The local anti-vaccinists 
should arrange a counter lecture, or, better still, invite 
Dr. Renton to debate the question. 


Editors who Abuse their Position. 

We commented last month on the action of the editor 
of the Devon and Exeter Gazette in promptly closing a 
correspondence after one of our opponents had called a 
fact cited by Miss Kidd, and acknowledged, both officially 
and privately, by everybody save the writer, ‘“‘a monstrous — 
misstatement.”’ Since this happened, another editor 
has acted in somewhat similar fashion. These are all — 
too familiar samples of our treatment by editors with a 
bias against Anti-vivisection. 

The correspondence in question appeared in the bristol 
Times and Mirror under the heading “‘Dr. Jenner.” We 
have not space to reproduce it; it was concerned with 
Jenner’s medical qualifications and his “‘discovery’’ of 
vaccination. But the letters of Mr. G. Oram Warner, 
of Berkeley, were full of personalities, in which he was 
emulated by the only other person who intervened. 

Mr. Warner began by accusing Dr. Hadwen of dis- 
regarding Romans ii. 1, in attacking Jennerism. Dr. 
Hadwen replied that the passage was directed against 
persons who ‘‘judge others and yet do the same things 
themselves,”? and remarked that, as he had never per- 
formed a vaccination, it could hardly be applicable. 
This is Mr. Warner’s reply :— 

Doubtless the moral principle underlying Romans ii., v. 1, is 
that men judge others and yet do the same things, and thus con- 
demn themselves. Evidently Dr. Hadwen believes that his own 
honour and integrity all through his professional career has been 
absolutely immaculate. I venture to think the “man in the 
street,” who is generally a shrewd judge of character, does not 
put that interpretation on it. No one for one moment would 
dream of laying inconsistency on the score of vaccination at Dr. 
Hadwen’s door, but surely if he wishes others to give him credit 
for honesty and good faith in what he happened to count as vital 
where vaccination is concerned, in common fairness alone, he should 
extend the same to others who may be just as spotless as himself. 

This disgraceful attempt on the part of Mr. Warner 
to convey the idea that he knew of some breach of honour, 
not connected with vaccination, of which Dr. Hadwen 
had been guilty, was treated by the latter with the con- 
tempt it deserved, and in the reply which he addressed 
to the Editor he merely remarked upon his opponent’s 
‘seeking to excuse himself by resort to insinuating per- 
sonalities,’’ and then replied to the points that had been 
raised about Jenner. 

The editor refused this letter; and in the Editorial 
Notes to Correspondents appeared the amazing message: 

“W.R.H.”—We cannot continue a controversy which has 
become personal. 

Apparently he wished to convey the idea that the 
personalities were contained in the letter he suppressed, 
whereas they were all in the letter of the writer he 


protected. 


Another Death from Vaccination. 

The Yarmouth newspapers published reports, during 
the first week of February, of an inquiry into the death 
of a G.P.O. messenger boy, Jack W. A. Furze, aged 
fourteen, following vaccination. His mother, a widow, 
was so overcome with grief as to “‘hold up the inquiry 
for considerable periods.’’ This boy was one of the 
victims of the recent unjustifiable scare. He was 
previously quite healthy, but allowed himself to be 
vaccinated on account of the ‘‘persuasion”’ of the postal 
authorities. His doctor was sufficiently enlightened to 
advise him to object to vaccination, a fact the significance 
of which it would perhaps be unkind to press. The 
reason he gave at the inquest for his advice was that 
‘if the boy carried on his work he was likely to have a 
bad arm.” But either fear of something more than 
persuasion on the part of his employers or the adven- 
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-turous spirit of youth caused the boy to consent to the 
operation, and thus to fall a victim. 

At the inquest, the usual nonsense was talked about a 
“virulent infection’? that must somehow have got into 
the wound, and vaccination was exonerated. The 
cause of death was given as “‘septiczemia (blood-poisoning) 
following vaccination.” 

Some vigorous letters from Mr. B. A. Charlesworth, 
J.P., pointed the moral in the Press. We quote from one. 

The coroner is reported to have said, ‘“The mother probably 
felt that but for vaccination her boy might still have been alive, 
but the doctors said that vaccination was not the cause of death, 
and that the vaccine was perfectly pure.” 

Of course. That’s what one reads over and over again in these 
cases. The so-called “lymph” perfectly pure. Yet the chief 
inspector under the Vaccination Acts has described how he has 
produced this “lymph” by treating monkeys and calves with 
smallpox matter taken from corpses—his name is Dr. Monckton 
Copeman. Why, if this filth is ‘‘perfectly pure,” won’t the 
Government give a guarantee of its purity? Why, if it is so 
harmless, won’t they compensate those who are injured or killed 
by it? You head your report ‘“‘Unusual Case at Yarmouth.” 
Study the Registrar-General’s reports, and you won’t head the 
next casualty “‘unusual.” 


Mr. Charlesworth was once a believer in vaccination. 
In a letter to Dr. Hadwen he admits that, 17 years ago, 
he “‘was as bigoted as any, and used to insult those who, 
in those days, had to come before the Bench to make 
their conscientious declarations.”” It is refreshing to 
know that prejudice due to ignorance may be but a passing 
phase, and that some magistrates can progress and rise 
above it in time. 


Grafting Heads. 

In our issue of last November we described some 
experiments that had been conducted in Vienna, con- 
sisting in the transplantation of the heads of insects. 
The sensation-mongers have since succeeded in bringing 
this latest development of ‘‘ Research” into prominence 
in the Press. We append a letter from the hon. secretary 
of our Darlington Branch, which appeared in the Northern 


Echo of February 9, and draws the moral. 
To the Editor of the “‘ Northern Echo.” 
Str,—The statement usually made in order to justify experi- 
mentation on living animals is that the results of vivisection 


benefit humanity. With regard to the paragraph in your issue of | 


Wednesday last, under the above heading, one would like to ask 
whether it is hoped that ultimately it may be possible to inter- 
change human heads also? 

It has been known throughout the long ages that the brain 
governs the whole functions of the body. Surely these experi- 
ments have not been necessary in order to elucidate this fact? 
It would be of interest if a medical upholder of vivisection would 
undertake to point out the value to humanity of this experimental 
head-grafting; the moral side of the question would still remain 
for consideration.—Yours, etc., 


February 8. ALICE ARMSTRONG Lucas. 


Doctor and Dog—a Difference. 

The following, from the New York Evening Sun of 
January 26, illustrates the point that, although human 
volunteers do fine work in offering themselves for “‘test”’ 
experiments, there is a vast difference between their 
treatment and that of the animal victims. 

PHYSICIAN AND DOG TO TEST GAS POISONING. 

BALTIMORE, January 26.—A doctor and a dog will be com- 
panions in a laboratory test to be conducted here next week by 
the Health Department on the effects of gas poisoning. The chief 
difference between doctor and dog will be that the doctor will get 
out when the atmosphere in the sealed room gets too uncomfortable, 
but the dog will be left in until he dies. 

A safeguard (for the doctor) will be a glass panel through which 
observers will watch the doctor’s condition to see that he doesn’t 
stay in too long. The dog will also be watched to see how much 
gas it takes to kill him. Dr. A. H. Shrader, head of the Bureau 
of Food and Chemistry of the Health Department, is the human 
volunteer. The dog’s name is not given, 


Ex-Kaiser’s Gland Treatment. 

The Bournemouth Daily Echo of January 26 tells us 
that the ex-Kaiser’s second marriage is reported to be 
a failure, and quotes from the Yorkshire Evening News 
a message from a special correspondent at Doorn, who 
wires that ‘‘those who are near him have been struck 
by a grave alteration . . . he is said to have been affected 
very unfortunately by the operation for gland trans- 
ference that he underwent before the second marriage.”’ 
Many will feel that, if this represents the truth, it is 
only what those who would defy nature deserve. 


Glands for Sale. 

The Oakland Tribune of November 29, 1922, reported 
from Seattle, U.S.A., that the glands of a man who had 
brutally murdered his wife were on sale to the highest 
bidder, for transference immediately after death. There 
is perhaps no moral objection to this utilization of a dead 
man’s glands, which is far preferable to the employment 
of living animals; but many people would hesitate to 
allow the glands of a murderer to become a part of their 
own economy, even if he were ‘“‘in perfect physical con- 
dition,’’ as this man is described. 


A Literary Review. 

We appreciate the fact that the Somerset County Gazette, 
Taunton, inserted a notice of the February ABOoLI- 
TIONIST and its contents among its reviews of various 
other monthlies, on February 17. This West of England 
newspaper is evidently up-to-date. 


Pity the Poor Vivisector! 

The well-known Research Defence propagandist who 
is the Medical Correspondent of the Observer wrote in 
pathetic vein on February 4 of “‘men and women of science 
who are happy to give all their powers to research if 
someone will provide them with a roof over their heads 
and a little bread and water occasionally.” 

The diet described above—also its infrequency—seems 
more applicable to the vivisected than to the vivisectors. 
In view of the heavy public and private endowment of 
research, this kind of touting savours too much of the 
professional beggar. 


Support theAnimal Lovers’ Bazaar! 


(MANCHESTER). 
April 27 and 28, 1923, in the ONWARD HALL. 


The COUNTESS OF TANKERVILLE 


will open the proceedings on April 28. 


ARTICLES FOR SALE, including ‘“‘White Elephants,” also 
CHEQUES AND PosTAL ORDERS, should be sent to 
Mr. ARTHUR MIDDLETON, 

British Union Offices, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. 


Times of Opening, &c., will be announced later. 


N.B.—The ceaseless energy and vapid and continual growth of 
the Manchester and Salfovd Branch should attract the help of 
all those who appreciate the work of the British Union. 
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“ANIMAL EXPERIMENTS AND SURGERY.” 


A Reply to Mr. Walter G. Spencer’ s Claim for Vivisection. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, MD., J.P. 


CHAPTER XV.—SUTURE OF WOUNDS OF HEART, &c. 


AR. SPENCER makes much of his- 

-~=| torical instances of wounded hearts. 
i=) Death followed in most cases. 
12| Some recovered; Nature being the 
Weirrl| only surgeon concerned in the cure. 
He quotes once more the case of 
Galen, who exposed pigs’ hearts 
without opening the pleural cavi- 
ties; 
' formed in dogs because the heart is 
< not in contact with the chest wall, 

hence a preliminary starting of 
artificial respiration is necessary before the heart is 
exposed. 

He goes on to say that “the future of wounds of the 
heart owes its beginning to the experiments on dogs by 
Del Vecchi. He first made two wounds in the heart, 
one of which penetrated to the cavity of the ventricle. 
He then sewed up the wound and the dog recovered. In 
1895, he tells us, Salmoni, of Messina, repeated these 
experiments.” Then in 1896 an attempt was made by 
Farina, in Rome, to suture a wound in a man, who died 
on the eighth day from broncho-pneumonia. In the same 
year Cappelen in Norway tied a branch of the coronary 
artery which was bleeding, and the patient lived two 
and a half days. Afterwards there were successful and 
unsuccessful cases, when in 1902 Sir Lauder Brunton 
suggested that mitral stenosis might be relieved by 
mechanical means, 
succeeded, by a brutal experiment, in giving a dog a 


a feat which cannot be per- | 


and seven years later Bernheim | 


condition somewhat similar to mitral stenosis by sewing | 


up the mitral valve. 
Rose and Carless remark in their Manual of Surgery: 
“Wounds of the heart and great vessels are so generally fatal, 


other part of the body. To argue the necessity of first 
trying the ’prentice hand upon a dog is utterly absurd. 
Surgical success, as concerns the heart, has not been 
gained and could not be gained in that way at all. 
RESUSCITATION BY RESPIRATION. 

Mr. Spencer spends some eight pages in describing all 
manner of futile experiments on animals, by which he 
concludes we have finally been able to restore a drowning 
person to consciousness. The mechanism of breathing 
could only be ascertained accurately by the post mortem 
study of the attachments of muscles by which the ribs 
are controlled; accidents, wounds, and diseases of the 
lungs and pleura provided the knowledge of the effects 
produced by the entrance or exit of air to or from that 
region, and the microscope revealed the structure of the 
bronchi and alveoli of the lungs. It was only a question 
of simple scientific deduction, as in the case of Harvey 
and circulation, to conclude how best to treat a person 
whose lungs had been deprived of air. To roam over 
the history of periods when ignorance blighted the correct 
understanding of the simplest truths is no help to elucida- 
tion of this subject. Experiments on animals led to 
nothing; but plain commonsense reasoning on the 
anatomical and physiological grounds furnished by post 
portem and clinical observation provided all that was 
necessary to teach the student the best means of recovering 
a patient who has been asphyxiated, whether in a coal 
mine or by drowning. 

APNEA. 

Under this head Mr. Spencer recounts some of the 
experiments associated with the suffocation of dogs. 
He does not narrate some of the worst of them. The 


_ principal conclusion which was drawn from these brutal 


either immediately or within a few hours, that it is unnecessary | 


to discuss them in any detail.” 


The authors add: 


experiments by Hooke and others was that the action of 
the heart continued a considerable time after breathing 


_ had ceased; this fact was already well known and none 


“Tt must not be forgotten that cases have been reported in which | 
a wound of the heart has healed spontaneously, and the patient | 


survived for years.” 
IMPROVEMENTS IN HEART SUTURE. 
Now, whilst Mr. Spencer would have his readers sup- 


of these horrible experiments were needed to establish it. 
INTESTINAL SUTURE AND ANASTOMOSES. 
One could hardly believe that as late as the year 1812 a 


scientific man could be found who deliberately stabbed 


pose that all cases of heart suture owe their origin to — 


experiments on dogs, he is, nevertheless, impelled to | bowel he had ruptured: 


record the fact that the earliest cases of heart suture, 
following upon these experiments, were failures. 
more recent years, success has, in rare instances, been 
more marked. Why? 

The suturing of the heart muscle is not different from 
the suturing of any other muscular organ, providing 
it can be brought within the sphere of operation. The 
first essential is the right way in which to get at it. There 
is but one way by which success in this direction can be 
achieved, namely, by careful anatomical dissection of 
the dead human body. Experimenting upon a dog is of 
no real assistance. The best way of opening up the 
region must be studied in the human corpse. The 
next point to consider is the control of the blood 
vessels; this would be carried out similarly as in any 


In | 


and sewing them up again. 


the abdomen of horses with swords in order to see what 
would happen as regards the union of the parts of the 
It is revolting to read of the 
enormous number of dogs which in France, Russia and 
Germany were maltreated by cutting away their intestines 
Sir Frederick Treves has 
acknowledged that such experiments were no guide as 
to treating the human intestine. Parkes, of Chicago, 
in 1884, fired pistol bullets into the abdomen of dogs. 
Mr. Spencer says 

“Subsequently Murphy, also at Chicago, made a large number 
of experiments on dogs and invented his ‘button’ . . . they make 
up a chapter of surgery which should be well known.” 

Does Mr. Spencer mean to tell us that Murphy’s idea 
of the “‘ button”’ could not have been tried on a dead body ? 
Is it not a fact that the “‘button” is no longer used in 
intestinal operations? And lastly, can Mr. Spencer 
deny that all abdominal surgery dates from the first 
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successful case of ovariotomy performed by Robert 
Houston in 1701, without any previous experiments on 
animals ? 


Why does he overlook this? Why does he refrain from 


mentioning the achievement of Ephraim McDowell in | 


1809 which had no reference whatever to dogs? Would it 
have spoiled his argument in favour of vivisection had 
he done so? The fact of the matter is, that practically 
all the brutal vivisection experiments quoted by Mr. 
Spencer took place after Houston’s successful work, 
and it was these vivisectional experiments on animals 
that led to multitudinous blunders. 

Mr. Spencer goes on to deal with Gastrostomy— 
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_ leakage; experiments on dogs have been useless, though 


thousands have been tortured to death in this connection. 
As to Gastrectomy, hard-hearted German scientists have 
been mainly concerned in the cutting out of dogs’ 
stomachs, but even if the operation were of any real 
value to the human subject, these brutal experiments 
on dogs could have been of no possible service. 

All the rest of the varieties of abdominal operations 
such as Ceesarian Section, Suture of the Abdominal 
Wall, Excision of Gall Bladder, Surgery of the Spleen 
and Pancreas, are entirely governed, as already stated, 


_ by the first ovariotomy operation of Houston in 1701, 


(making an opening into the stomach), Gastro-enterostomy | 


(joining the wall of the stomach to the intestine), and 
Gastrectomy (cutting away the stomach). 


Gastrostomy has but few successes to its credit, but | 
Beaumont’s investigations a century ago into the case of — 
latter would have formed no true guide, because of the 
_ differences in physiological action of these organs inanimals 


the Canadian, Alexis St. Martin, who was shot through 
the stomach wall, laid the foundation of all work since. 
The failures have been innumerable, and all experiments 
on dogs were cruel, unnecessary and without result. 
Gastro-enterostomy has been equally fraught with failure ; 


and man. 


it is adopted chiefly in the case of excision of cancer from — 


the stomach, and the junction of stomach and intestine 
in order to carry on if possible the process of digestion. 
It was largely a question of finding the right kind of 
thread and the best method of suturing so as to prevent 


with which no animal experiments were previously 
concerned. The question of whether individuals could 
do without certain organs, such as spleen and pancreas, 
had been settled in the course of numerous accidents and 
woundings in times of peace and war; but even had the 
results depended upon animal experiments solely, the 


The contradictions between various vivisectors 
become apparent even in Mr. Spencer’s endeavour to 
make the best of his case, and one can only rise from the 
perusal of the disgusting experiments he narrates, sad at 
heart that men of intellectuality can allow their better 
reason to be swamped by the degrading influences of a 
brutal fashion. 

This completes the second division of Mr. Spencer’s work. 


More American Cruelti¢es. 


|. N view of the insistence of Mr. Ernest Harold 
~ Baynes and some American doctors upon the 
‘‘painless”’ character of vivisection in America, 
and the fact that these protestations have 
been published in the Quiver, it is useful 
occasionally to record the doings of the 
transaltantic physiologists. By the courtesy 
N=, of the Vivisection Investigation League of New 
P's} York we reproduce the following from their 
leaflet, entitled 
“EXPERIMENTS UPON THE TEETH OF DOGS.” 

“Tn an article published in the Journal of the American 
Medical Association, January 28, 1922, Edward C. 
Rosenow, M.D., and John G. Meisser, D.D.S., from 
the Division of Experimental Bacteriology, the Mayo 
Foundation, report a series of experiments on dogs 
which must have caused prolonged suffering to the 
animals used. 

For the purpose of ascertaining whether certain chronic 
diseases might be reproduced in dogs by creating a focus 
of infection in teeth by the introduction of bacteria, the 
authors performed 
‘a series of experiments in which the pulps of teeth in dogs were 


removed and the pulp chambers infected with freshly isolated 
bacteria from various diseases.” 


Two lower cuspids in four dogs and four cuspids in ten 
of a total of eighteen vigorous, well-nourished dogs were 
selected. After due isolation, protection and steriliza- 
tion of the teeth, and general anesthesia with ether, the 
teeth were cut off with bone nippers midway between 
the incisal edges and the gum margin. The pulps were 
removed with broaches and after the hemorrhage had 
ceased the bacteria in dense suspension were introduced 
into the pulp chambers, following which the canals were 


sealed with impervious dental cement. The suffering 


involved is obvious. 

“One kidney was removed from each dog in from 51 to 104 
days after infection of the teeth, to afford opportunity to compare 
the findings in the kidneys removed with the findings in the other 


kidneys at necropsy.” 
In these experiments the teeth of some of the dogs 


were infected with bacteria from the nose and tonsils of 
a patient suffering from inflammation of the kidneys, 
others with bacteria from the urine of a patient suffering 
from stones in the ureter, others with bacteria from 
individuals suffering from inflammation of the joints. 

The duration of the experiments ranged from five to 
123 days. 

Subsequent to the operations, the animals developed 
certain local pathological conditions such as lesions in 
the kidneys, in some cases a large part of the kidney 
became involved, inflammation of the bladder and the 
kidney, stones in the kidneys; “the sixth dog died too 
soon for stones to form.” Obstruction in the ureter due 
to “impacted stones”’ is referred to and ‘‘there was active 
infection around the teeth in all instances.’’ The experi- 
ments produced: 

‘‘a marked general deleterious effect. 
in weight, lost much hair, and became 
infection.” 

“Striking as the findings in the kidneys were, the general 
picture in the dogs was somewhat different from that of patients 
with advanced nephritis [inflammation of the kidneys].” ‘‘The 
details of these experiments and further results along this line 
will be published elsewhere.” 

Reference is made to another series of similar experl- 
ments in which the teeth were infected with other varieties 
of bacteria and also to ‘‘the examination of more than 
500 dogs in connection with other experiments,” from 
which it may be concluded that a large number of dogs 


are being used by the vivisectors.”’ 


The dogs lost markedly 
susceptible to intercurrent 


46 The Abolitionist. 


Marcu 1, 1923. 


T will be remembered that the case against inocula- 
tion for typhoid, as presented by Dr. Hadwen in 


weakness of the opposition. 
_«¥ thing has occurred with regard to his 
‘| articles on vaccination. Once more, the 
editor has had occasion to remark that 
if Dr. Hadwen has not been answered. Two 


A 


_ January 24. The first, by a layman, Mr. 
|" James J. Page, of 3, Westcliff Mansions, 
Eastbourne, is not worth reproduction in view of our 
limited space. We will content ourselves with publishing 
his second letter, sent after the editor had complained 
that the earlier one was not reasoned argument; and will 
deal first with the only attempt at argument made by a 
medical man. Dr. Tuckett’s letter appeared on January 
24, and Dr. Hadwen’s reply on January 31. 


DR. IVOR TUCKETT ON VACCINATION. 


DeEAR SirR,—I have just been vaccinated, and I ask myself 
“Why ?” after reading Dr. Hadwen’s article in Tvuth of January 17. 
I have no doubt about the answer. I do not expect to be certain 
of not developing smallpox if I come across infection; but in the 
light of statistics I am satisfied (1) that I shall run much less 
risk of doing so, and (2) that, if I develop it, it will run a mild 
course. 

Dr. Hadwen is ingenuously silent about the case-mortality of 
vaccinated and unvaccinated persons; and it is natural, because 
the difference between the percentage of deaths which occur 
among the vaccinated and unvaccinated in an epidemic like that 
of Gloucester in 1895-96 is very striking. 

No one who has been scientifically trained and has practical 
experience of the subject of immunity imagines that vaccination 
will confer life-long immunity in any disease. (Dr. Hadwen 
himself cites the case of a man who died of smallpox after having 
suffered from the disease in infancy, though I am not prepared 
to accept this as a fact without more evidence than that contained 
in Dr. Hadwen’s article.) Consequently, in compiling statistics 
of the case-mortality among the vaccinated the following ques- 
tion must be taken into consideration :—(1) At what age was the 
patient vaccinated? (2) How long ago was the last vaccine 
treatment given? (3) Did the vaccination ‘‘take”? And, if not, 
is there evidence that the vaccine used was likely to cause vaccinia ? 
For vaccination with glycerine or water or an emulsion of some 
germ other than that of vaccinia could not be expected to give 
immunity. 

The scientific significance of statistics is not so simple as some 
people imagine. On the other hand, when precautions against 
fallacies are taken the implications are conclusive. 

As the organism which causes smallpox has not yet been dis- 
covered for certain (presumably Dr. Hadwen would say, “‘ Natur- 
ally not, since no disease is caused by germs”) we do not know 
its habitat between epidemics, but doubtless dirt is an etiological 
factor. And there is no reason why public authorities should not 
try to do away with the conditions which breed it, even though 
vaccinators try to protect people against the risk of catching this 
most infectious disease. 

Personally I have always been against compulsory vaccination. 
I am so satisfied of the immunity conferred by vaccination, if 
properly carried out, and I am so convinced of the truth of 
“natural selection,” that I think it a mistake to interfere with 
natural processes for the elimination of the progeny of those who 
have the mental kink of thinking they know better than the 
experts in a scientific problem.—Yours faithfully, 


Ivor Tucxkett, M.D.(Cantab.) 


DR. HADWEN’S REPLY. 


S1r,—In this week’s issue of Tvuth one of your correspondents, 
Mr. James J. Page, expresses his belief that he ‘‘ owes immunity 
from smallpox to having been re-vaccinated six or seven times.” 
The difficulty, of course, would be to prove that he would ever 
have had smallpox had he remained unvaccinated. In order to 
avoid smallpox he prefers to be kept in a constant state of cowpox. 

A late councillor of the city of Gloucester, quite an intelligent 
man, showed me on one occasion a shrivelled-up potato he had 
carried in his pocket for fifteen years, and he solemnly assured 
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me that to this he owed his complete immunity from rheumatism. 
This prophylactic at least did him no harm. 

Many of those who escaped the plague in Old London believed 
they owed their immunity to carrying a live toad around their 
necks. If the fetish failed, faith still found some excuse for the 
failure, such as “the prophylactic had not been applied soon 
enough,” or “‘it was too recent,” or there was “‘something wrong 
with the toad,” which are very similar to the excuses provided 
by your other correspondent, Dr. Ivor Tuckett, who, although 
he has “‘just been vaccinated,” remarks timidly, “I do not expect 
to be certain of not developing smallpox if I come across infection” ! 

Dr. Tuckett goes so far, in his anxiety to save vaccination from 
reproach, as to suggest fraud upon the part of the vaccinator, in 
using only “‘glycerine, or water, or an emulsion of some germ 
other than that of vaccinia” (i.e., cowpox), forgetful of the fact 
that the “germ of cowpox”’ has not yet been discovered... . 

But surely no such charges as that of using glycerine, water, 
or the wrong germ can be brought against the Army. When 
Brigade-Surgeon Nash was examined before the Royal Commis- 
sion he agreed (Q. 3559) that Army vaccination and re-vaccina- 
tion was as perfect as endeavours could make it, and yet he 
handed in a list of 3,953 cases of smallpox, with 391 deaths! 
There was not much “protection” or “mitigation” about that. 

Dr. Tuckett goes on to say: ‘Dr. Hadwen is ingenuously 
silent about the case-mortality of vaccinated and unvaccinated.” 

I have sought to show in your columns that an outbreak of 
smallpox is a question of “‘conditions,” in which several factors 
are concerned, and that statistics founded merely upon the ques- 
tion of “‘vaccinated and unvaccinated” are unscientific. This 
was illustrated in the case of Gloucester in 1896 (to which he 
refers) by the shocking conditions of the sewerage, house drainage, 
and isolation hospitals. 

But even in Gloucester his belief that vaccination will mitigate 
an attack of smallpox was peculiarly falsified. It is officially 
admitted that of the sufferers who had been vaccinated twenty- 
nine had malignant smallpox and every one died; 223 had con- 
fluent smallpox, of whom not less than seventy died. Here isa 
total of 252 successfully vaccinated persons attacked with the 
worst types of smallpox scoring a case-mortality of 39:3 per cent. 
—more than double the average case-mortality of the eighteenth 
century, when everybody was unvaccinated ! 

Now Dr. Tuckett says the first “question to be taken into con- 
sideration is: At what age was the patient vaccinated?” Very 
well; let me show what contradictory conclusions can be reached 
by taking age into consideration, restricting oneself to “‘the 
case-mortality of vaccinated and unvaccinated” and ignoring 
everything else. The most illuminating example is that of Dr. 
Keller in his report to the Austrian State Railways. It deals 
with a number of cases of smallpox which showed a death-rate 
of 15-6 among the vaccinated and of 23-2 among the unvaccinated. 
But when these very same cases were divided into two sections— 
viz., those under and those over two years of age, not one but 
both sections showed a higher death-rate among the vaccinated. 
Here are the actual figures :— 


CASES TAKEN AT ALL AGES. 


Cases. Deaths. Case-mortality. 
Vaccinated 1,659 a 259 15-6 
Unvaccinated 793 ae 184 23-2 
THE SAME CLASSIFIED BY AGE. 

Under 2 years old. 
Vaccinated de 89 Seen 49 55-0 
Unvaccinated 278 ath 118 42-4 

Over 2 years old. 
Vaccinated 1,570 an 210 13-4 
Unvaccinated a 515 as 66 12:8 


Thus an argument for case-mortality might be forged for either 
side in the controversy according to the classification. ... 
Is it not obvious that anything can be done with case-mortality 
figures ? 

Dr. Ivor Tuckett concludes by a delicate gibe at “those who 
have the mental kink of thinking that they know better than 
the experts in a scientific problem.”” Well, anyhow, the ‘“‘experts” 
cannot help him in his ‘“‘case-mortality” plea as regards the recent 
smallpox outbreak in this country, for, in a reply I have received 
from the Ministry of Health as to case-mortality during the first 
eleven months of last year, the ‘‘experts” tell me the vaccinated 
have died at the rate of 4:4 per cent., whilst the unvaccinated 
have died at a percentage rate of only 2:4!—I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, WALTER R. Hapwen, M.D. 

Gloucester, January 25, 1923. 


The editor of Tvuth, in an amusing note, comments 
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upon the contradiction between the undisputed statement 
of Dr. Hadwen that there were 57,056 smallpox deaths 
during ten years after the strictest enforcement of the 
Vaccination Act and the opinion of the Medical Corre- 
spondent of the Times that ‘‘ Jenner’s work was effective 
in stamping out smallpox.’ This, says the editor, 
euphemistically, ‘‘is a serious terminological inexactitude, 
in plain English a little word of three letters, which 
might even be preceded by an epithet expressive of 
condemnation,.”’ 

The following is the letter of Mr. James Page, published 
in Truth of February 7. 

THE HERESY OF HADWEN. 

SIR,—Since you consider my letter was not ‘‘pertinent” as an 
‘answer, and state you are “ready to publish anything in the 
shape of categorical reply” to Dr. Hadwen’s remarks, I hope 
you will find space for this further communication from me. In 
his “Fraud of Vaccination” article of January 3, Dr. Hadwen 
says: “‘No European country has had such severe vaccination 
laws as Germany. They started in 1834, and enforced continual 
revaccinations. Yet in 1871-2 smallpox carried off no fewer 
than 124,948 in Prussia alone.” But, unfortunately for Dr. 
Hadwen’s argument, according to the Ministry of Health’s Report 
No. 8, Smallpox and Vaccination, of 1921, page 7, “‘ Revaccination 
'. .. was made compulsory in the civil population of Prussia 
and in German States by law in 1874.” The full meaning of 
how Dr. Hadwen’s error affects his argument is seen by reference 
to statistics published also on page 7 of the pamphlet. For the 
five years preceding the introduction of compulsory revaccination 
in Prussia the average yearly deaths from smallpox per 100,000 
population was 113-2, while it declined to a yearly average of 
only 1-8 for the five years following compulsory vaccination in 
/1874. In Berlin the figure was also 1-8, and in London (with no 
‘compulsory revaccination) it was 28:8. 
_ In all his articles Dr. Hadwen relies on many statistics he 
| puts forward to support his indictment of the medical profession 
at large for their belief in the efficacy of vaccination. I have no 
means whereby the bulk of those statistics can be checked, but 
in light of his extraordinary misstatement regarding Prussia I 
may be excused if I express doubt as to the accuracy of the other 
figures he produces. There are other statements of “fact” in his 
articles open to the “definite impeachment” you challenge. On 
_January 3, Dr. Hadwen wrote: “It has been possible, within 
the last few weeks, for a gigantic scare to be got up in the interests 
of vaccination on the ground of an altogether insignificant out- 
break of smallpox almost entirely confined to one East End 
workhouse. . .” and “‘ whenever smallpox comes, it is promptly and 
easily dealt with, and fails to spread beyond a limited time and area.” 
How completely false these statements of ‘‘fact” are is shown 
by a statement in the Press at the end of last December that 
smallpox was then present in 28 towns and villages ranging 
throughout 11 counties of England and Wales. In the preceding 
15 weeks 116 cases were notified in Derbyshire, 105 in Yorkshire, 
and so on. 
_ In the same article, Dr. Hadwen, to suit one of his arguments, 
says: ‘During this same 15 years England has been largely 
unvaccinated, probably to the extent of about 75 per cent.” 
But no other authority I have consulted puts the figure higher 
than from 40 to 55 per cent. On January 17, Dr. Hadwen wrote: 
“Even during the late Great War no inconsiderable amount of 
smallpox occurred amongst all the armies involved wherever 
conditions of insanitation triumphed over the scrupulous efforts 
made to circumvent them.” Yet Sir Anthony Bowlby, who was 
Advisory Consulting Surgeon to our Army in France during the 
War, told the Royal Society of Medicine, on 28th of last month, 
that there was only one case of suspected smallpox among our 
troops during the War, and that proved not to be smallpox !— 
Yours faithfully, JAMES J. PAGE. 

3, Westcliff Mansions, Eastbourne. 


To the above letter Dr. Hadwen replied in Truth of 
February 14, as follows :— 


DR. HADWEN REPLIES ON GERMANY. 
To the Editor of “Truth.” 

Sir,—On the strength of “authority” your correspondent, 
Mr. Page, charges me with ‘‘error” and “false statements,” and 
takes no trouble whatever to ascertain whether the officials of 
Whitehall are speaking the truth or not. 

What happened in Germany in the year 1874 was simply this :— 
The laws of “ Prussia” became those of the new ‘“‘German Empire. ” 
It. is not very honourable of the Ministry of Health to lead the 


| that smallpox had been able to find such a fertile soil. 


public to infer that revaccination was then instituted for the first 
time. Vaccination and revaccination had been rigorously enforced 
for 40 years previously. 

So rigorous was the Prussian law, that in addition to primary 
vaccination, every child had to be vaccinated when he started 
his school life; he had to be revaccinated on going from college 
to college; and revaccinated again when he entered the Army, 
this securing revaccination for practically every healthy male in 
the whole of Prussia. If a man refused to be vaccinated he was 
held down and vaccinated by force, and so thoroughly was it done 
that he had to submit to ten insertions of cowpox on each arm. 
No woman, even, could be married unless she brought along 
with her marriage licence the evidence that she had been vaccinated. 
And what was the result of this tyrannical legal procedure ? 
Thirty-five years afterwards Prussia was swept from end to end 
by one of the most awful scourges of smallpox on record. Berlin 
alone had 17,088 vaccinated cases, of whom 2,240 were under 
10 years of age, and of these vaccinated children 736 died. Every 
city and town in Germany told the same tale; in many instances, 
as their well-kept records show, every sufferer was a vaccinated 
person. 

And what do the Ministry of Health ‘‘authorities” want to 
do? They want to wipe out the record of this tragedy. They are 
anxious to commence the reckoning of statistics from the period 
when the epidemic ceased; to blind the eyes of the public to the 
deplorable culmination of 35 years of the most despotic system 
of vaccination ever introduced into a civilised state, and to 
attribute the decline in smallpox during the succeeding years 
to the passing of the Act of Imperial Germany in 1874! It is not 
even common honesty, and the pamphlet to which your corre- 
spondent refers does not redound to the credit of that Department 
of the British Government which is responsible for its publication. 


Mr. Page quotes the comparison drawn between the statistics 
of the five years before this Act was passed and those of the five 
years after. Now, note its disingenuousness. It begins by the 
inclusion of the big epidemic of 1871-2 (as if that were a normal 
condition) and compares it with the five years after when the 
epidemic had spent itself. Not a word is said about the enormous 
strides in the promotion of sanitary laws and health regulations 
all over Germany after the Franco-German War of 1870, when 
nearly £10,000,000 sterling was spent in sanitary improvements 
in Berlin alone. By their new colossal sewerage and drainage 
schemes, their purification of the River Spree, their building of 
new barracks for their soldiers, etc., etc., they reduced the general 
death-vate from 29 per 1,000 in 1872 to 24 per 1,000 in 1887. 

But allow me to analyse those years before and after 1874 
instead of ‘‘averaging” them as the Ministry of Health conveniently 
chooses to do. 

To every 100,000 of the population there were: 

In 1872, 262 smallpox cases. 

In 1873, only 35 cases. 

In 1874, the number had dropped to 9. 

In 1875, they were reduced to 3. 
So that, seeing the Act was not passed until 1874, and did not 
come into operation until 1875, and took two years after that to 
get into working order, it is clear that the smallpox had all gone 
before the 1874 Act came into operation at all! .... 


But Mr. Page wishes your readers to believe that this revaccina- 


| tion Act of 1874 effectually banished smallpox from Germany. 


If he will turn to that immaculate organ of the Press—the Daily 
Mail, of March 17, 1917, he will read that at that time there 
were 30,000 cases of smallpox in North Germany. Herr Hoffman 
declared in the Cologne Gazette that ‘‘it was owing to underfeeding 
Vaccina- 
tion in such a case,” he said ‘“‘was no good.”’ In short, directly 
the horrors of war, famine, and insanitary and unhygienic con- 
ditions once again got the upper hand, all the vaccination rigour 
in the world could not save its devotees from the usual consequences. 

And because Mr. Page chooses meekly to swallow everything 
the Ministry of Health officials dogmatically tell him, he “ expresses 
doubt as to the accuracy of the other figures” I supplied, although 


| he admits he ‘“‘has no means whereby they can be checked” ! 


He goes on to declare as ‘‘false” my statement that— 

‘“‘a gigantic scare had been worked up in the interests of 

vaccination on the ground of an altogether insignificant out- 

break of smallpox almost entirely confined to one East End 

Workhouse, ” 
and avers that there had been smallpox in several other parts of 
England. I announced that fact, apparently overlooked by Mr. 
Page, along with statistics of these outbreaks, in the very article 
to which he refers, and I remarked that they were ‘“‘ promptly 
and easily dealt with, and failed to spread beyond a limited 
time and area.” The “‘gigantic scave’’ was not worked up over 
these scattered outbreaks, but was worked up by the Yellow 
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Press over Poplar, although most’ of the sufferers inside and out- 
side of the Workhouse had been “‘protected” by vaccination. 
Your correspondent further calls in question my estimate of 
the number of the unvaccinated in this country, which I reckon 
as about 75 per cent. of the population. He says “No other 
authority I have consulted puts the figure higher than 40 to 55 
percent.” If he will refer, he will find that Dr. Wanklyn, F.R.S. 
—a pro-vaccinationist—in his recent pamphlet called “A Survey 
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of the Present Position of Smallpox and Vaccination,” puts the | 


“‘susceptibles” in this country as high as 80 per cent. 

In conclusion, Mr. Page quotes Sir Anthony Bowlby as saying 
there was not a single case of smallpox among our troops during 
the war. He referred to the French front, to which he was 
attached. This is certainly incorrect, for Dr. Bruce Low in his 
book on Smallpox says that during an outbreak of the disease 
at Rouen, in March, 1918, there were five cases among British 
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troops quartered there. But the sanitary conditions were so 
excellent among our troops in France, that I should hardly have 
expected smallpox to find a footing in that area; the same, how- 
ever, cannot be said of Egypt and those places where, as I said, 
conditions of insanitation triumphed over the scrupulous effort 
made to circumvent them.—I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
Gloucester. WALTER R. HADWEN. 
February 8th, 1923. 


The editor, in a note, draws attention to the ‘‘serious 
charge against a government office” contained in Dr. 
Hadwen’s letter, and remarks that “‘we ought to know 
what the Ministry has to say for itself.” We agree. 

This issue also contained a further letter from Dr. 
Tuckett, with which we will deal in our next issue. . 
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BIRMINGHAM. 

Mrs. Old held a social afternoon on February 3, when the Rev. 
Dr. Cohen, M.A., Ph.D., presided; and the speaker was Mr. 
Fraser Hewes, of Nottingham. Seven new members were gained. 

BLACKHEATH. 

On January 29 Miss Crofton gave her ‘“‘Florence Nightingale” 
lecture to the New Eltham Women’s Guild. 

On February 1 the Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the Charlton 
Village Women’s Guild on “The Tyranny of the Expert.” 

On February 5 he addressed the Guild at New Eltham on the 
subject of “‘ Vivisection.”’ All three meetings were very successful. 
BRADFORD. 

On February 15 the annual meeting of our Bradford Branch was 
held, and took the form of a social. Mr. Middleton, of Manchester, 
spoke on ‘Parliament, Press and Vivisection.” The Misses 
London, Jessop, Shann and Clayton contributed songs, pianoforte 
items and recitations. 

FRESHWATER. 

The Portsmouth Evening News and the Isle of Wight County 
Press reported two public meetings held at the Palace Theatre 
and Freshwater Council Schools on January 31. Dr. Farquharson, 
of Southampton, and Mr. Maurice Toms were the speakers. Several 
new members were gained. 

GLASGOW. 

Mr. Dugald Semple delivered a lantern lecture on ‘‘ The Humane 
Treatment of Animals” on January 19 at Maryhill. Ex- 
Councillor Jeffrey Hunter presided. A good report appeared in 
the Glasgow Daily Record. By the kind invitation of Mrs. Paton, 
Garnethill, a successful drawing-room meeting was held on January 
30, when Mr. Semple spoke on “The Truth about Vivisection. ” 

HASTINGS. 

A meeting of the Hastings and St. Leonards Branch was held at 
3, Carlisle Parade, Hastings, on January 23. The Rev. J. C. 
Thompson presided, and Mr. Maurice Toms spoke. Mrs. Dalton 
was appointed hon. secretary and a committee elected. 

HAYWARDS HEATH. 

A meeting was held in the Parish Room on January 24, the 
Rev. E. Cresswell Gee presiding. The speaker was Mr. Maberly, 
M.A., LL.B., whose address was much appreciated. Thanks 
are due to Miss Page and the Misses Fraser for their help in 
organising the meeting. It was reported in the West Sussex 
Gazette of February 1. The Rev. Cresswell Gee promised to preach 
on the subject of vivisection at some future date. 

LEICESTER. 

At a meeting of the League of Nations Union, a resolution from 
our Branch on the subject of antitoxin standardisation was handed 
to Lord Robert Cecil, and was published in the Leicester newspapers 
on January 29. 

LEWES. 

The Sussex Daily News of February 16 reported a meeting of 

our Lewes Branch. Mr. A. C. Beaumont, in the unavoidable 
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absence of the Rev. Cresswell Gee, took the chair, and an address 
was given by Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B. 
LIVERPOOL. 

On February 1 a well-attended group meeting was held at the 
Branch rooms, Mr. E. Webster-Jones presiding. Mr. Joscelyne 
submitted an excellent record of work done during 1922. Miss 
Lyster gave an outline of a joint scheme of co-operation between 
Liverpool and Manchester, and Mr. A. Middleton spoke on various 
matters. 

LONDON. 

On February 19 Miss Kidd gave a lantern lecture on “Man 

and the Animals” at the Lewes Hall, Camberwell. 
MANCHESTER. 

On January 24 Mr. Middleton was again invited to give an 
address on ‘‘ Public Health Matters”’ before the Women’s Guild, 
Daisy Bank. A good audience followed the lecture with deep 
interest. Mrs. E. Pearce presided. 

On February 6 a group meeting to arrange activities was held 
in the Branch rooms, Mr. Middleton presiding. 

On February 8 a meeting of representatives was held in the 
Branch rooms, under the chairmanship of Mr. J. E. Dorsett. 

On February 11 Mr. A. Middleton was again invited to address 
the adult classes at Swinton Unitarian Schools, Mr. Morton 
presiding. The speaker dealt chiefly with the boycotting and 
misleading attitude of certain popular newspapers. 

NEWCASTLE -ON-TYNE. 

The Newcastle Evening Chronicle reported a_ well-attended 
meeting of our local Branch, held in the Church Institute, when 
Mr. Rodenhurst presided, and Mrs. Pratt gave an address; this 
was followed by one from Mr. Hildreth, who was elected hon. 
secretary of the Branch. Mr. Hildreth was a resolute opponent 
of inoculation during the war, when he was in correspondence 
with the British Union. 

On January 26 Mrs. Pratt addressed a public meeting at the 
Theosophical Hall, when there was a good discussion. 

On February 4, by the invitation of the secretary for the Whitley 
Bay Branch of the Northumberland and Durham Protection of 
Animals Society, Mrs. Pratt spoke to the members. Lady 
Douglas presided. Asa result, it was decided to form a Branch 
of the British Union in this district. 

OLDHAM. 

On January 21 Mr. A. Middleton was invited to address the 
open meeting of the Theosophical Society. Speaking on “Spiritual 
Healing,” the speaker exposed the folly and cruelty of vivisection 
and vaccination. 

PORTSMOUTH. 

A meeting of Portsmouth members was held at 12, Victoria 
Road North, on February 8. The arrangements were made by 
Mrs. Layton. Mr. A. H. Perkins presided, and after Mr. Toms 
had spoken briefly on the Branch’s work, Miss E. Slatter was 
elected hon. secretary and a committee appointed. 


JNote—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 


Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle”’ given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most ofits workers are volunteers. 
More members are urgently needed to enable the Society te cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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What the Doctors say. 
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Vivisection and the Material Philosophy. 
Vivisection, by Roy Ellis. (Illustrated.) 
Ministry of Health on Diphtheria. 

The Case Against Vaccination. 
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History repeats itself (Ovariotomy claim) 
British Vivisection, 1913. 

Poison Gas Experiments 
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The Germ Theory of Disease, by Dr. Scott Tebb, 
Antitoxin for Diphtheria. 

Malta Fever (The Maltese Muddle). 

Eminent Doctors Criticise Vaccines. 
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_ Vivisectors before the Royal Commission. 


Dr. Doyen’s Confession. 

Vaccine for Distemper. 

Research Defence Prevarications. 
Influenza and the Germ Theory. 

Replies to Claims re Vivisection of Dogs. 
What the Soldiers say. 

Replies to Research Defence Leaflets. 
Save us from Serum ! by J. Campbell. 
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Price 
Debate between Dr. Hadwen and Dr. Eastham at Glossop 1d. 
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POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 
To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
compromise of any kind. 
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cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 
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Autobtography of F. P. COBBE, 


WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small but in- 
fluential body of men, who must be carefully distinguished 


from doctors, few of whom have any acquaintance 
with it. 
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THE ART OF PROFESSIONAL BOOMING. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


HE Medical profession is—theoretically—de- 
barred from advertising, and on one ground 
or another medical men are frequently brought 
‘“‘on to the carpet’’ for an infringement of this 
professional law. I remember that, many years ago, 
owing to people flocking to my house at all hours for the 
signing of their vaccination exemption certificates, I 


sent a notice to the local daily journal asking parents to | 


come to my surgery instead, at stated hours when I was 
usually in attendance, thus saving me considerable 
inconvenience. I promptly received from the Ethical 
Committee of the British Medical Association a demand 
to explain myself as to this act of self-advertisement ! 
Needless to say, I looked upon such petty interference on 
the part of an arrogant and unauthoritative body as a 
piece of unconscionable impertinence. It was.no doubt 


engineered by the officious local medical secretary of the | 


Association. 

But apparently times are to some extent changed, and 
with the advent of the Science of Bacteriology and the 
influence of the “‘ism” of M. Pasteur, who was, un- 


questionably, the greatest booster of his time, medical 
advertising appears to have become respectable; and in 
no instance is it more in evidence than concerning the 


| “discovery of Insulin.”’ 


Insulin has been patented; it has been placed in the 
hands of a great American commercial firm, which under- 
stands to a decimal point the art of Booming; its virtues 
have been trumpeted throughout the civilized world, 
its discoverers have been lauded as among the greatest 
wonder-working men of history—that is, they are placed 
in the company of Jenner, Pasteur and Lister, to which 
we raise no objection whatever—and newspapers are 
being cleverly ‘“‘worked”’ with a copious supply of copy 
on the subject, whereby the wholesale manufacturing 
firms are securing cheap advertisements and unquestion- 
ably reaping handsome profits. . 

And yet, up to the present time, not a single case of 
permanent cure has been recorded, nor has even the 
scientific vaison d’étre of the scheme been established. 


| There has never, perhaps, been a preparation foisted upon 
| the profession and the public to which might be applied 
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with stronger force the dictum of the British Medical 
Journal of-May, 1911:— 
‘*Remedies and modes of treatment, like systems of 


philosophy and fashions in dress, have their little day | 
Back numbers are the graveyards of | 


and cease to be. 

dead theories of which the various forms of quackery 

are the ghosts.” 

So timorous are the discoverers and their followers that 
they have not dared up till now to test the scientific value 
of the discovery apart from the continuance of the system 
of feeding which has been sanctified from time immemorial. 

The patients are taken from homes where they have 
had no opportunity of dieting and transferred to hospitals 
where they are immediately placed upon the usual special 
dietary—lus Insulin. Improvements take place, the 
specific gravity of the sugar is reduced, and Insulin minus 
the dietary is advertised all over the world as the power 
which has accomplished the feat. 

When sanitation and a pure water supply eliminate 
typhoid, similarly, inoculation is claimed as the triumph- 
ant factor in the result. When the official order for 
cleansing wounds immediately after injury by toy pistols 
on Liberty Day in America was issued, and tetanus in 
consequence was reduced, the bacteriologists with one 
accord exclaimed, ‘“‘See what tetanus antitoxin has 
accomplished !”’ 

There is no condition of disease under the sun which 
is subject to such variability as diabetes. Again and 
again the physician is taken aback at recoveries which he 
never expected. A change of diet will work ‘‘a miracle” 
in a remarkably short space of time, and the least indis- 
cretion will speedily turn the tide. 


Again, the diabetic quack frequently gains credit for 


| his nostrum, just as the cancer quack obtains notoriety 


for his methods, owing to the fact that an error in diagnosis 
is easily made. Glycosuria, or sugar in the urine, is not 
necessarily diabetes. A sugar storm may be brought 


on by fright or overwork or anxiety and many other 


causes, and may last for varying periods, but Nature 
herself puts that right if we give her the chance. If the 
quack interferes he gets the credit instead. 

The only true test of the value of the new treatment is 
that which genuine statistics can furnish, and it will be 
some years before we can know for a certainty how the 
diabetic death-rate pans out under its use. We can 
only hope that Insulin will not tend to colour statistics 
as has been the case in smallpox, typhoid fever, Malta 
fever, tetanus and other conditions of disease with which 
special bacteriological theories have been associated; 
should such be the case we shall have diabetic death 
certificates framed by the votaries of Insulin in such a 
manner as to save the much-boosted remedy from reproach. 

Up to the present moment there is not a shred of 
scientific evidence that Insulin is any good whatever, 
but there is scientific evidence to the effect that it is a 
very dangerous product. 

I am a firm believer in Cicero’s dictum: ‘‘No cruelty 
is useful,” and considering that from first to last Insulin 
has been associated with cruelty of a very barbarous 
nature, I have no hesitation in expressing my firm belief 
that the British Medical Journal’s pronouncement on 
quackery twelve years ago awaits still further con- 
firmation in connection with the much-advertised “ dis- 
covery”? which hails from Toronto University. 


Che League of ations. 


E are glad to notice from time to time in the | suggest that before the Churches urge their members to support 
§ 


Press protests on the part of our members against 

the vivisectionist policy of the League of Nations. 
The League is in serious danger, to say the least, of stulti- 
fying the purpose for which it was formed by its over- 
occupation with side-shows, which involve it in financial 
interests that have nothing to do with the stopping of 
war. While these side-shows furnish occupation for its 
innumerable officials, the main thing is bound to suffer. 
At the end must come the confession, if the League 
continues to pursue its present course—‘ Yes, we failed 
to stop people from killing each other and reducing 
Europe to a desolate waste; but we appropriated the work 
of this or that Society in order to make a showing; and 
above all, we were a godsend to the bacteriologists!”’ 

One of the protests of the past month consisted in anad- 
mirable letter by a member of our Cheltenham Branch, Miss 
Theodora Flower Mills, in the Woman’s Leader; while the 
following is from the pen of our energetic hon. secretary 
at Reading. It appeared in the Reading Observer and 
Reading Standard of April 6:— 

VIVISECTION. 
To the Editor of the Reading Observer. 

S1r,—Will you, with your invariable courtesy, allow me space 
in your valuable paper to express the opinion of many of your 
readers, that though we feel the keenest sympathy with and appre- 
ciation of the aspirations and efforts of the Rev. Shirley Herrick, 
Mr. John Sherborne and others for the peace of the world, yet we 


the League of Nations, on the ground of Christianity, they should 


| see to it that those elements which are the opposite of Christianity 


should be eliminated from its programme. 

It may not be generally known that one of the first activities 
of the League of Nations was to call a conference of vivisectors 
and bacteriologists from all quarters of the globe, in Paris and 
London, to consider the standardising of vaccines and serums, 
thus identifying itself with, and becoming directly responsible 
for, vivisection of a most cruel character. 

At the request of the British Union for the Abolition of Vivi- 
section Mr. George Lansbury asked a question in the House of 
Commons (p. 59 of the April ABoLITIonIst—the official organ 
of the British Union) on March 19th as to who paid the travelling 
and hotel expenses of those taking part in the conferences? Mr. 
Chamberlain replied that the expenses were paid from the funds 
of the League of Nations! 

It is surely one of the gravest scandals and one of the most 
ironical situations in modern civilisation, that an organisation 
founded for the repression of murder, cruelty, and suffering should 
allow itself to be captured by the exponents of the very worst 
form of cruelty; and that money dedicated to the work of humani- 
tarianism should be squandered on the partisans of inhumanity 
in the capitals of the civilised world. .. . 

Is it not the first duty of Christian Churches to follow the example 
of Christ, and demand that mercy, justice, love and truth should 
be the fundamental principles of the League of Nations? They 
could then, but not till then, count on the co-operation of the 
members of all the Christian communities, and on the blessing of 
God, who alone can crown their efforts with success. 

Yours faithfully, M. Ep1ITH RicHARDS 
(Hon. Sec., Local Branch British Union for Abolition 
April.3, 1923. of Vivisection). 
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THE CHURCH AND VIVISECTION. 


Dol 
~~ R. FRASER HEWES sends us a 
copy of some correspondence he 
had recently with the Bishop of 
Southwell. Although he hoped 
for a more favourable reply to 
his appeal than the non-committal 
note of the Bishop, he informs 
us that he had previously gauged 
the attitude of the latter’s wife, 
Mrs. Hoskyns, from the following 
circumstance. He had been can- 
vassed for an advertisement for 
a magazine in connection with the Mothers’ Union, for 
which she was responsible. When he had drawn up 
what he considered a suitable advertisement for a religious 
paper, he was surprised to learn she refused to accept an 
advertisement of any kind on the subject. 

Mr. Hewes is of opinion that “in many ways people 
are more progressive than their clergy, and the more this 
is brought home to them the sooner will come the birth of 
a new spirit in the pulpit.” He, therefore, hopes 
that others will follow his example and write to the clergy, 
since “it is fatal to any reform to settle quietly in a 


groove.” 
MR. FRASER HEWES TO THE BISHOP. 
My Lorn, February 6, 1923. 

I often read the report of your addresses and always find myself 
in hearty agreement with what you say. I now refer to your 
C.E.M.S. meeting and what you said about bringing heaven to 
earth, and each time this occurs the same thought flashes on me— 
“How is it the Bishop, evidently a good man, has nothing to say 
against vivisection?’’ My wife has just supplied the answer, 
as she has done before, viz., ‘“He evidently believes his medical 
friends, who, of course, assure him that there is no cruelty, and 
that anti-vivisectionists are fanatics who grossly exaggerate the 
case.’’ This must be the reason for a good man having no word of 
condemnation for such a terrible practice. 

The remark I made to her was, “Yes, I suppose so, but why 
does he accept one side without giving the other a hearing? I 
would have expected such a man to enquire of one in a position 
to know the facts, ‘Can you give me chapter and verse for these 
acts of cruelty your people are always talking about?’ ” 

There are 700 vivisectors; only a small minority are doctors; 
the rest are professional physiologists and bacteriologists. 

There are 40,000 doctors in this country, the vast majority of 
whom have never carried out an experiment. 

The reason for the attitude of the doctor who says, ‘“‘I have seen 
many experiments, but never any cruelty,” is that what he has 
seen has been in the classroom, where the tutor avoids, as far as 
possible, anything of a cruel nature. There is, of course, great 


wisdom in this policy. The student naturally defends his tutor 
all through life, although he may be under an erroneous impression 
as to the kind heart of the tutor. 

A case in point: Some time ago I was moving amongst a group 
of students in the Strand, outside one of our shops. One of these 
students was vehemently denouncing our printed statements as 
lies: ‘“‘Our tutor would never do such things; he is one of the 
kindest of men.” I asked for the tutor’s name—“ Prof. Pembrey.” 
“That is remarkable,” I said, ‘‘for he is one of the vivisectors 
examined by the Royal Commissioners, and in reply to a question 
as to whether he had performed any painful experiments, his 
reply was, ‘Yes, many, and I shall perform many more.’ ” 

The acts we complain of are done in the vivisectors’ private 
laboratories, many of which would not admit a doctor—as stated 
before the Commission! 

Yours respectfully, 
J. Fraser Hewes. 


THE BISHOP’S REPLY. 
Bishop’s Manor, 
Southwell, Notts. 
Dear SIR, February 8, 1923. 

I have long since decided that there is no necessity and no gain 
in joining a Society for every ill that we find. I have taught 
kindness to animals as one of the first evidences of a gentle life. 

Yours truly, 
EDWYN SOUTHWELL. 


MR. FRASER HEWES’ SECOND LETTER. 
My Lorp, February 9, 1923. 

You say in your letter of to-day “There is no necessity and no 
gain in joining a Society for every ill that we find.” The hope or 
chance of such a help never crossed my mind when I wrote to you. 

I wrote in the hope of bringing about a much more important 
step than your joining our Society, viz., a change of attitude towards 
the sufferings of animals. Teaching kindness to animals is very 
good, but vivisection has flourished all the time the clergy have 
taught that but been si/ent on the worst form of cruelty in existence. 

As you are probably aware, most of the Bishops are either silent, 
or advocates of vivisection! It is not, therefore, to be wondered 
at that the clergy imitate the example of their Bishops, and that 
church people know nothing about this sin and care less. 

When you recently spoke of making earth like heaven I had a 
faint hope that your heart had been touched by the woes of ‘‘our 
poor relations.” I am very sorry to know that I am wrong. 

You will, perhaps, admit that it would be impossible to turn 
this earth into a reflection of heaven whilst it remained a hel/ for 
animals! 

In the opinion of an increasing number of people no religion 
is worthy the name which does not include mercy and justice to 
animals. 

Selfishness is the raison d’étve of vivisection, and selfishness is 
the great enemy of the human race, the elimination of which should 
be one of the chief objects of the Church. 

Yours truly, 
J. FRASER HEwWEs. 


Wise Qlords from Ir. 6. K. Chesterton. 


E often find Mr. G. K. Chesterton and Mr. Bernard 

Shaw in opposite camps; but both are, each in his 
individual way, very wise men, consequently they agree 
in being anti-vivisectionists. 

Mr. Chesterton’s book ‘‘Eugenics and Other Evils” 
(published 1922), contains some admirable things, and 
more than one reference to matters with which we are 
directly concerned. We quote the following, which 
illustrates the central weakness of the vivisector, both 
in his cruel dealings with animals and his tyrannical 
imposition of his shifting creed’s objectionable ritual 
upon his fellow men. 

Mr. Chesterton thus compares him—for the eugenist 
is of the same breed—with the Inquisitor: 


“The devotee boasted that he would never abandon the faith, 


and therefore he persecuted for the faith. But the doctor of 
science actually boasts that he will always abandon a hypothesis; 
and yet he persecutes for the hypothesis. The Inquisitor violently 
enforced his creed because it was unchangeable. The savant 
enforces it violently because he may change it the next day. Now 
this is a new sort of persecution; and one may be permitted to 
ask if it is an improvement on the old. The difference, so far as 
one can seeat first, seems ratherfavourable totheold. If weare to 
be at the merciless mercy of man, most of us would rather be 
racked for a creed that existed intensely in somebody’s head, 
than be vivisected for a discovery that had not yet come 
into anyone’s head and possibly never would. A man would 
rather be tortured with a thumbscrew until he chose to see reason 
than tortured with a vivisecting knife until the vivisector chose 
to see reason, . . . Whether they vivisect painfully or pain- 
lessly, they are trying to find out whether the truth is there or 
Tot. \s. The old persecutor was trying to teach the citizen 
with fire and sword. The new persecutor is. trying to /earn from 
the citizen with scalpel and germ-injector.” (Pp. 78-79.) 
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ANNUAL PUBLIC M EETING 


Of the British Union for Abolition of Vivisection 


Caxton Hall, Westminster 


Thursday, MAY 31, at 7.30 p.m. 


Chairman: 


LtT.-Compr. THE Hon. J. M. KENWORTHY, M.P. 


Speakers : 
Mr. LORT-WILLIAMS, K.C., M.P. 
Mr. JACK JONES, M.P. Miss MARY ODETTE 
Vir. GEORGE WARNE, M.P. Dr. HADWEN, J.P. 
Supported by 
Mr. C. G. AMMON, M.P. Mr. J. SULLIVAN, M.P. 


and other Members of Parliament. 
ADMISSION FREE 


TICKETS (which can be used to send to friends as announcements), can be had on 
application to the Secretary, 


N.B—THE COUNCIL MEETING, for Delegates only, will be held in the afternoon at 2.30 


OPEN-AIR DEMONSTRATION 
On Sunday Afternoon, June 3 


AN OPEN -AIR DEMONSTRATION 
WILL BE HELD IN HYDE PARK 


From 3 to 5 p.m. 


Sympathisers are asked to be in the Park at 2.30. They will be able to render real 
assistance in attracting an audience, and the M.C.’s will be glad of their help. Those who 
send postcards to the Secretary will be notified later, if possible, of the exact spot where 
to meet. The speeches will be made from a van, and the chief speakers will be: 


Mr. H. G. CHANCELLOR Mr. W. DAVIES LLOYD 
Mr. ROY HORNIMAN Mr. MAURICE TOMS 
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A TOUR THROUGH CANADA and the STATES. 


1 S38 HERE were two long motor 
1 drives for which my kind host, 


during my stay in California 
he that have left an 
impress on my memory—the 


distant from Los Angeles, and 
the other to Santa Barbara, 
considerably more than a 
hundred. 

None can conceive, 
those who have visited 


save 
tes 


Gold.’’ But ever and anon, as | 


Mr. Paul Johnson, took me | 
| posterity is now little else but a tradition of the eventful 
indelible | 


one to Riverside, 60 miles | 
' vast tracts clothed with their dark green foliage, soon 
_ to glitter with the big golden goblets of the Californian 


| such wealth and produce is primarily due; but the city 
_ itself and the great mountains which surround it almost 


preach sermons of the devoted men whose work for 


past. The story of the gentle St. Francis and his faithful 
followers seems to be woven with every legend of the 
mountains and the plains; and as we swung past the 


| Orange, or as we climbed the rugged, rock-strewn moun- 
| tains with their memories of devoted men, or walked the 
' streets where so much of the architecture carried one back 
| over the centuries, what came home to me more than 
the beauties of the ‘‘Land of | 


we motored mile after mile through peach, apricot and | 


orange orchards, and on past acre after acre of the ‘‘ largest 
vineyard in the world,” my mind kept reverting to the 
fact that all this vast country of cultivated beauty and 
richest produce was but a short time ago a desert. The 
mighty mountains, which raise their pinnacles to the 
sky, and are for a considerable portion of the year capped 
with snow—some permanently so—form extensive water- 
sheds, and have been searched for their lakes and streams, 
the life-giving element from which has been conducted 


into the valleys to irrigate the soil and make this country | 


one of the richest fruit-producing regions in the world. 
And persistently my thoughts went back to the simple 
Franciscan monks who brought the first fruit trees of 
each kind from sunny Spain and drew the Indians from 


their forest homes and their barbaric life to learn agricul- | 
ture, and thus, by simple but scientific methods, to lay | 


the foundation of the wealth and glory of the Golden | 


West. 
RIVERSIDE. 
Riverside lies in the centre of 20,000 acres of orange 
groves. To an Englishman, accustomed to the sight of 


anything else was that I was in the midst of the country 
of St. Francis, whose teaching toward men and animals 
— ‘our little brothers’”—was once preached in the then 
trackless wastes by those who cherished his memory. 
And it seemed almost an irony that I should have come 


_ 6,000 miles over sea and land to the very country where 


the teachings of St. Francis were practised far and wide 
more than a century ago, in order to preach a sermon of 
protest to his successors against the cruelties to animals 
which are now being carried on in its midst. 

At a crossing of the Santa Ana a rough stone shrine has 
been erected to the memory of the famous Saint, and one 
is reminded of the opening stanzas of Longfellow’s poem 
on ‘‘The Sermon of St. Francis.” 


“Up soared the lark into the air 
A shaft of song, a wingéd prayer, 
As if a soul, released from pain, 
Were flying back to heaven again. 
“St. Francis heard; it was to him 
An emblem of the Seraphim ; 
The upward motion of the fire, 
The light, the heat, the heart’s desire.” 


As we neared Riverside, Mr. Paul Johnson said: ‘‘We 


_ will go up Mount Roubidoux,” and 


orchards of a very limited size, this immense extent of | 
territory devoted to orange-growing is almost incon-— 


ceivable. Even in Sicily, where orange trees innumerable 
flourish around the base of Mount Etna (where I remember 


once buying a dozen oranges for a halfpenny), the effect | 


upon the beholder is nothing like as overpowering as in 
California, especially in the neighbourhood of Riverside, 


_ ing many thousands of feet, we reached 


which furnishes about one-third of the entire output of | 


the United States. 


The enormous extent of this special | 


cultivation can to some extent be understood when it is 
remembered that nearly 300,000,000 dollars are invested | 
in the orange crop of California and that 150,000 persons — 


are dependent upon it‘alone. Most of the groves—usually 
covering ten acres each—are irrigated by a system of 


pumping, and it is not until the trees are four years old — 


that any profit results. 
of the golden fruit are sent out from Riverside annually, 
so that it is reckoned the greatest orange shipping centre 
in the world. 

But not only does all this wonderful cultivation of 
Riverside remind one of those to whom the credit for 


From 5,000 to 10,000 car loads | 


_ perity. 


along a narrow path cut in the 
mountain, just wide enough for the gf 
motor to travel, we wound around 
and around the sides of the great 
mountain, looking now and then down 
deep precipices, and crossing crevasses 
by rugged bridges, until, after climb- 


the summit, on which is erected an 
immense cross 
tothememory of 
Father Junipero ¢ 
Serra, the Fran- 
ciscan monk 
who planted the 
first Mission 
Station in Cali- 


fornia and laid ~™.. AW a 

the foundation Ae \ Ride) Rid 
: WW A ‘ 

of all its sub ES eS tudes 


uent pros- we 
abe 35 7 Mrs. Rae Wright at the Cross; Dr. Hadwen, 
Mrs. Johnson and Miss Folkes below. 
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There was a marvellous view from the summit, com- 
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manding the whole country for hundreds of miles, where © 
the scattered cities lay buried in the immense tracts of | 
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fruit forests. There are no 
“towns” in California; they are all “‘cities.” If only 
20 people founded a new centre, they would start as they 


villages” or “‘hamlets”’ or ~ 


intended to go on, with all the official functions and | 
keep green the memory of Junipero Serra, who humbly 


functionaries of a full-blown city; and a Californian city 
soon grows at a rate that is scarcely credible to an 
Englishman. 

At sunrise on every Easter Day a service is held on the 
top of Mount Roubidoux among the immense rocks 


Pan. 
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: Oe : ‘{ S ‘i \ 
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Mongolia Avenue, Riverside. 


under the shadow of the great cross to celebrate the 
entrance of Christianity into the State. Thousands 
flock there from all parts. The great mountain—judging 
by photographs of the event—is simply alive with human 
beings. I have seen an account of the services, the 
reports of the addresses delivered, the prayers that have 
been raised, and the Scriptures that have been read; 
but never a word seems to have been uttered, from the 
first Easter Sunday when this novel service was instituted 
fourteen years ago until now, of the teaching of St. 
Francis d’Assisi and the tender solicitude of his followers 
who visited the Californian coast on behalf of the creatures 
unable to express themselves in language which humans 
can understand. 

The saddest memory that I bring away with me from 
America is this: That the ministers of religion, who 
may be counted in hundreds of thousands, with only a 
very few exceptions not only ignore the principles of 
mercy and kindness toward “ our little brothers,” as St. 
Francis called them, but in the majority of instances are, 
like their religious colleagues in this country, active 
supporters of vivisection, that vicious practice of experi- 
mentation on living animals. Whilst preaching a Gospel 
that lays claim to the exposition of the spiritual side of 
life, and readily giving vent to every form of spiritual 
platitude on the top of Mount Roubidoux, they are 
prepared to descend from the theoretical heights of 
spiritual teaching when that and similar services are 
over, and to enter into the valley of crude materialism 
where they demand the right of scientists to override the 
law of conscience and Christianity and to inflict untold 
torture and misery upon lower creatures for the benefit 
of those who are higher in the scale of creation. 

The American parson is essentially a politician. I have 
sometimes wondered whether he does not consider politics 


| 
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the first law of Christianity; the “rights of the people” 
is his never-failing slogan, but he refuses to admit that 
animals have rights as well as the members of his congre- 
gation, and he deliberately shuts his eyes and ears to the 
mute appeal of the millions of animals which are being 
yearly tortured to death in American laboratories. , But 
yet he will go with the crowd to Mount Roubidoux to 


followed in the footsteps of St. Francis d’Assisi! The 


_ professional cleric of the 20th century is, as a rule, an 


| opportunist ; 


he selects for himself, from the teaching 


_ of the Man of the first century or from the monk of the 


| San Gabriel Mission thrown in. 
| so buried-in in ivy and surrounded by sub-tropical trees, 


13th century, points that will not risk his popularity, 
but he eschews all else that might interfere with the 
sentiments of the fashionable crowd which climbs Mount 
Roubidoux on Easter Sunday or with the practices of 
the scientist in the valley. 

When I visited America on the first occasion, a friend 
said, ‘‘I should like to take you down to Riverside to the 
Mission Inn, to see its wonderful collection of bells,” 
but owing to conflicting engagements this wish did not 
mature. I presumed that I should see an ordinary 
collection of ancient bells in some town museum and was 
not at all prepared for the wonderful sight that greeted 
my eyes. We drove straight to the Mission Inn where 
we were to sleep the night, arriving in good time to 
partake of dinner before the meeting at which I was to 
speak. I thought as I entered that it might have been 
an old cloistered Abbey of the 12th century, so weird 
and absolutely indescribable was the impression it made 
upon me; and yet it was quite a modern structure, just 
a wonderful emanation from the brain of a genius, Mr. 
Frank Miller, the proprietor. It reproduces in itself 


| all the chief points of the old Mission Stations. Externally, 
| on one side, in massive masonry with flying buttresses, is 


a faithful representation of the old San Gabriel Mission; 
on another side is the characteristic front of the Santa 
Barbara Mission, and at its corner the towering dome of 
the Carmel Mission; on yet another side there is a striking 
colonnade of arches in imitation of the San Fernando and 
Capistrano Missions with the famous Campanile of the 
And it is all so old, 


that you cannot persuade yourself but that you have 
been suddenly transported to some ancient monastery of 


| Spain, buried deep in the traditions and folk-lore of 
centuries. 


A MOTTO OF WELCOME. 

‘Enter, friend, this is your house,’’ is the motto that 
greets you as you enter the spacious hall with its dim 
religious light and mystifying architecture, where you 
feel you could sit in one of the comfortable lounges and 
dream long hours away. As you wander round among 
the curious arches and quaint doorways and strange- 
cornered staircases, you expect to confront a brown-robed 
sandal-footed friar at every turn. You enter what seems 
to be the monastic chapel at the far end of the vast hall, 


| where banners and escutcheons in gleaming gold hang 


from the roof, knightly armour adorns the walls, and 
beautiful painted windows shed a subdued light upon 
the wonderful old oak chairs of multitudinous designs 
that occupy the floor. The furniture and all the adorn- 
ments have come from ancient Spanish castles which have 


' been ransacked for their treasures, and purchased at any 


price for which they could be secured. And this old 
chapel with its wonderful organ is the music room of the 
hotel. Paintings, hundreds of years old, look down upon 
you; they have been gathered out of old convents and 


May 1, 1923. 


The Abolitionist. 


churches; the lamps were used in ancient ecclesiastical 


buildings, and the old swords have done their grim work 
on many battlefields. 

You pass on to an extensive cloister; large alcoves 
in the walls contain life-sized statues of saints, the whole 
being a faithful reproduction of the cloisters in an old 
Mission. The refectory again—where we dine, and 
where the waitresses do your bidding in quaint costumes 
in character with their setting—has a ceiling of stone 
with groined arches and curious windows, and you might 
fancy yourself in the Monastery of Mount Sinai. The 
kitchen is a marvel where ancient appearances are com- 
bined with every modern time-saving invention for 
washing and drying dishes, etc., that the American mind 
can conjure up. And so you wander on, seemingly over 
miles of wonders with curios from all parts of the world. 
Down in the mysterious vaults every possible representa- 
tion of American-Indian skill has been collected; in all 
the beautiful designs is woven a legend of their race. 


THE WONDERFUL BELLS. 

The Oratory again is a wonderful piece of work. The 
Spanish patio reminds one of a bit of old Morocco. In 
the Ambulatorio, or Garden of the Bells, bells of every 
age have been gathered. It is said to be the most 
wonderful collection in the world. But they are not 
placed in glass cases like those of a dry-as-dust museum ; 
they are built into walls, hung from domes and towers, 
each with an architectural or religious or political history 
worked into a design; everything is made to live. And 
thus, through this wonderful building in which you can 
study all the ancient Missions of California, you see them 
resurrected before your eyes. 

As you go in at the main entrance, St. Francis d’Assisi 
greets you on the right and Junipero Serra on the left, and 
bells—the Mission Inn house-mark—meet you everywhere ; 
on the stationery, the silver, the tableware, the waitresses’ 
dresses, the electric lamps, ever and always it is the bell, 
the most significant emblem of the old Mission Stations. 
And at night and early morning the same old bells chime 
as they did a century or two ago when they called the 
Red Indians to prayer. 

The proprietor and builder of this marvellous place 
introduced himself to me, and expressed the warmest 
sympathy with my work, and sent his lady superintendent 
to show me everything, finally leaving word at the office 
that I was not to be charged, but treated as his guest. 
He would have been at our meeting, but another engage- 
ment prevented. He was the one man in whom the spirit 
of St. Francis d’Assisi seemed to live. 


THE MEETING AT RIVERSIDE. 

The meeting was not large, but interesting, and those 
present manifested a good deal of keenness, judging by 
their questions. It was not till after my return to this 
country that I learnt that two of those present were well- 
known by correspondence at the offices of the British Union ; 
one, Mr. Dave Colville, had even contributed to the pages 
of the ABOLITIONIST a very interesting account of a bull 
fight. I wish I had realised their identity. 

When I subsequently went up to my old-fashioned, 
cloistered bedroom, I found awaiting me a most beautiful 
nosegay of flowers and a basket with a choice variety of 
Californian fruits, which tempted my abstemious habits 
very severely! 

When we left the Riverside Mission Inn next morning 
I had a long, lingering look at the ‘‘old monastery,” and 
I am afraid if ever I broke that commandment which deals 
with covetousness, I did it then. I could indeed echo 
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“With its ivied walls and its cloistered halls, 
And a coolness and quietness all its own; 
From its shady bowers to its tuneful towers: 
It’s a fair dream fashioned in good grey stone; 
With a high ideal everywhere, 
With a fineness of sentiment in the air, 
And music that soothes like the soul of prayer. 


“When the day grows dim, and the vesper hymn 
So tunefully sounds in the silvery chimes, 
I seem to hear—far away and clear— 
Voices that speak from the olden times: 
Of sacrifice better than gold or fame, 
Of love that burned like a fragrant flame— 
Till my selfish heart is faint for shame. 


“Not for me alone is this sermon in stone, 
Not only to me do these mute things speak ; 
Full many a heart has received its part, 
The quiet tear glistened on many a cheek; 
Many a pilgrim has paused to say: 
‘I’m glad my feet ever found the way 
To the Mission Inn at the close of day.’ ” 


The next big journey was to Santa Barbara—another 
long motor drive—about double the distance of that to 
Riverside, along the route of the old Mission Stations; 
the lonely trail of the Franciscan monks having been 
widened into well-macadamized roads. The San Buena- 
ventura Mission—or what is left of it—we stopped to 
inspect; it was the last one founded by poor old Father 
Serra in 1783, the Indians assisting him in building it; 
it became one of the most flourishing of all the Missions, 
surrounded by wonderful gardens and farms; but fire 
and earthquake and time have wrought terrible havoc, 
and vandalism has done the rest. Only the Church now 
stands. In 1833 the Mexican Government, by a decree of 
sequestration, confiscated all the Mission property. The 


new private owners stripped the tiles from the roofs, 
tore the heavy beams from the ceilings and hauled away 
the hewn stone, and so the great mission buildings were 
plundered and despoiled, the Franciscans scattered and 
the Indians dispersed. Only the mournful picturesque 


Mission Santa Barbara. 


ruins are left, but they are still haunted by the ghosts 
of the historic past; one seems to see the interesting 
devoted men of those far-away days treading slowly, 
step by step, through heat and dust over the sage-brush 


deserts, where 
“The hot sands scorched their sandal shoon 
Where the cactus studded the plain; 
But those friars of old who sought no gold 
Sang, and kept on again.” 
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It was a wonderful drive, late in October, but miles 
of rose bushes in full bloom lined the highways and per- 
fumed the air, and far as the eye could scan stretched 
the great fruit groves; one apricot orchard, I was told, 
possessed 350,000 trees. No one can conceive the 
enormous distances to which these cultivations extend. 
In Oregon I was shown one orchard of 12,000 acres of 
apple trees; it required 9,000 trucks to shift the fruit. 
At Buenaventura, where the Franciscans laid the founda- 
tion of this great agricultural enterprise, there is one 
field of beans of such extent that, when harvest-time 
arrives, a man leaves his home on Monday morning with 
complete threshing _— 
outfit and a week’s £7 NA 
victuals, and to go Oey 
straight down and 
back again will take 
him until the next 
Saturday morning. 
Our route lay over 
30 miles of a great 
mountain range, where 
we kept the Pacific 
well before us most of 
the way, and in all 
directions rose the 
great trellissed iron 
stacks where the 
engines were pumping 
petrol from the rivers 
that lay far below. 

Arriving at Santa 
Barbara we_ steered 
straight for the hotel 
and were soon joined 
by  Anti-vivisection 
friends, who were full 
of zeal and enthusiasm 
for the Cause, and 
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A picture that appeared in 
** Popular Mechanics,’’ January, 1923. 


after dinner we repaired to the hall where the meeting | 
It was well filled by a cultured audience | 


was to be held. 
which included several medical men, but they took no 
part in the proceedings though invited to do so. The 
questions were chiefly from friends or from those anxious 
to gain information, and there was no opposition, which I 


regretted, as it always makes a meeting the more interesting | 


and assists in developing the subject. It was clear that 
Santa Barbara possessed many ardent souls and that 
good, steady work was going on in this quaint semi- 
Spanish town. 

I was sitting in the lounge of the hotel early next 


morning reading the daily paper when a gentleman came | 


up and said: ‘‘Pardon me, are you not the gentleman 
who lectured last night ?”’ 
I at once recognized him as a member of the audience. 
He now told me he was a medical man from Kansas. 
““From a question that was put to you,” he said, “‘I 


gathered you do not believe in vaccination. Is that so?” | 
“Certainly.” 
““T was greatly surprised,”’ he continued. ‘‘ You are 


the first medical man I ever met who disbelieves in it. | 


Would you mind telling me why you have no faith in it ?”’ 


*“‘Broadly,’”’ I answered, ‘“‘smallpox is Nature’s effort | 
to drive a poison out of the system; when its object is- 


attained there is an end of it, and with proper treatment 
in a fair subject there is nothing at all to fear. But 


vaccination is stamping a poison in—a poison, too, which | 


and no one can deny its danger. 


- cinations been successful ? 


prevent, being simply the exudation from filthy cattle 
sores. You do not know the end of this; it may kill 
you outright or it may injure you for life. Our English 
Registrar-General records 165 deaths from vaccination in 
the last 15 years.” 

‘*But,”’ said he, “I have been vaccinated three times 
this year and I was contemplating it a fourth time. You 
see, we have had smallpox in Kansas, and I have felt 
very anxious and naturally wished to avail myself of 
any protection science can afford.” 

**T don’t see where science comes in,” I laughed, ‘“‘it 
is nothing but a dairymaid’s superstition, and no one 
has ever yet been able to place it upon a scientific founda- 
tion. In fact, no one has ever yet been able to prove 
it to be of any use, the evidence is all the other way; 
You appear to me to 
be anxious to be kept in a constant state of cowpox in 
order to avoid smallpox; I would far sooner get smallpox 
and have done with it. By the bye, have all your vac- 
How many vesicles did you 


| raise ?’’ 


“TJ raised four each time,” he replied, “they took 
beautifully on each occasion.” 

‘That is very poor evidence of protection,” I remarked. 

He looked at me in great surprise and echoed: 

“Poor evidence of protection! Why, surely, the fact 


_ of the vaccination points maturing so splendidly is proof 
_ positive that it has taken, and is therefore protective?” 


_ so successfully at such brief intervals? 


‘““Yes,”’ I answered, “that’s your theory, but it is only 
a theory. Now, look here, your theory of prevention is 
this: That cowpox is smallpox of the cow, but a mild, 
harmless and non-infectious smallpox, and if you contract 
that kind of smallpox, you believe you will be protected 
against smallpox of a worse type.” 

*“Yes,’? my medical friend responded, “‘certainly, that 
is just it precisely.” 

“Well, now,” I asked, “‘how is it you can be vaccinated 
Surely, if cowpox 


is smallpox, you ought to be proof against a second 


bears no analogy whatever to the one it professes to | 


vaccination, and certainly against a third. Apparently, 
your vaccination is unable to protect you against itself; 
and if cowpox cannot protect you against cowpox, how on 
earth can it protect you against genuine smallpox?” 

I never saw a man look so staggered in my life! His 
solemn face was just beginning to shape itself into a broad 
smile as the deadly facts of the situation slowly percolated 
through his brain, so I thought I would leave him at that. 
He had not fully recovered from his discomfiture when 
I rose saying: “I see my friends are waiting for me for 


| breakfast,’’ and we heartily shook hands. 


‘““Thank you, ever so much,” he said, “‘that’s a new 
light, thank you.” . 

In my encounters, friendly or otherwise, with medical 
men in places where anti-vivisection was a new subject, 
I was often struck with the fact that they had accepted 
both alleged history and the theories based thereon 


| purely on authority, and had never given them the 


remotest investigation. They were astounded to find that 
anybody had ever questioned them. One rather abusive 
medical opponent in America—Dr. Belknap —even wrote 
a letter to the local paper in which he eulogised Pasteur 
for stopping the silkworm disease in England! He painted 
the condition of our poor country in the saddest colours, 
but averred that all our troubles ceased after his hero’s 
famous experiments “‘at Alais (England).”’ Hemust have 
thought me unpatriotic, as well as a medical innovator. 

__We left at 11 o’clock in the morning and drove out to 
Santa Barbara Mission, which was founded in 1786. The 
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situation of this Mission among the mighty mountains 
is the most beautiful of all. The earthquake of 1812 


damaged the church badly, but it was restored and has | 


been kept in a thorough state of preservation—perhaps it 
looks a bit too new—but the cloisters are charming, 


and the monks’ cells leading from it very interesting. | 


It is used as a Franciscan College, so there were a fair 
number of the brown-robed girdled friars walking about, 
and I much enjoyed the half-hour we spent in its precincts. 

We then started back, by a different way from that we 
came, for home, which we did not reach until nightfall. 
It was a romantic drive right through the mountain passes. 
Some were very rough, and occasionally we had to bend 
down to pass through thickets of trees—oh! such wonderful 


trees of every kind, revelling in their native haunts in © 


wild grandeur. Brother Jonathan has found a way for 


his automobile through all the most picturesque spots | 
of his perfectly marvellous country, and this journey was | 


one of the most romantic that I travelled. We stopped 
at one spot in a thick wood to see the house at Stonehedge, 
where for a time Robert Louis Stevenson had lived, and 
Mrs. Rosemonde Rae Wright, who had slept there, made 
our hair stand on end with a blood-curdling story of a 
haunted room within. 

Later in the day we stopped at what is called Ramona’s 


House, which has been made to live in the beautiful — 


story of ‘““Ramona’’ which was written by the authoress 
in the hope of doing for the Red Indian what Harriet 
Beecher Stowe did for the negro in ‘‘ Uncle Tom’s Cabin.” 
I advise all my friends to read the touching narrative 
and then, if they ever visit the old Spanish house in which 
the story is centred, they will appreciate every brick and 
every turning and every tree in Ramona’s old home, and 
especially the tiny Spanish chapel in the grounds. 

Here was a remarkable walnut tree. ‘‘Come,”’ 
the kind and hospitable hostess, ‘‘and I will show you 


The Abolitionist. 


said | 


73 


| the smallest tree in the world.”” The branches were so 
enormous that they had to be supported everywhere by 
props. ‘“‘Last year,” she said, “‘a literary society came 
here and 500 dined under the branches of this tree. I 
think it would accommodate nearly a thousand.”’ 

Leaving here, with the hearty farewell of the host and 
hostess, we motored for 30 miles over bare desert—not 
a sign of life as far as the eye could reach—and stopping 
at San Juan Fernandez for refreshment, we arrived home 
at nightfall. 

There were many other interesting meetings during 
my sojourn in California which I cannot now particularize ; 
among them a most delightful and largely attended 

_ drawing-room meeting held at the house of Mr. Clendennon, 
who is one of the most energetic workers in California 
_and a great help to the President. Another drawing-room 
meeting was held at the luxurious house of Mrs. Robert 
Gifford, and large public meetings at Pasadena and 
Glendale Cities, where great interest and some opposition 
were aroused. In each case good newspaper reports 
| were published. 

The final mass meeting in California was held in the 
great ballroom of the Alexandra Hotel, at Los Angeles, 
presided over by Mrs. Wright, and was a definite success 
from every point of view. 

The next day was the long-looked-for election for which 
everyone was straining, but I had no time to wait and see 
it through. My good kind friends Mr. and Mrs. Paul 
Johnson and Miss Folkes drove me to the station to 
catch the 10.50 train for Utah, being joined at the station 
by Mrs. Rosemonde Rae Wright and other warm-hearted 
friends, and, with quite a painful tug at my heart-strings, 
I bade farewell to those whom I had learned to love, and 

| with whom I had spent so many happy weeks under the 
glow of the sun and the shadow of the palms in the beauti- 
| ful land enthroned on the shores of the Western Sea. 


(To be continued.) 


ROM time to time, somebody in the medical profession 
puts forward a theory as to the origin of cancer. We 

~ all remember the time when this disease was said to 
be due to the eating of tomatoes (which, by the way, have 
given a good account of themselves within the last few 


weeks as the sole sustenance of a record-breaking non-stop | 
We appreciate the satire of the Editor of Tvuth | 


dancer). 
in dealing with these guesses, and are glad that he does 
not spare the Cancer Research Fund in writing as follows 
in the issue of March 28:— 


THE CANCER PERIL. 


According to Sir Lenthal Cheatle, not merely cosmetics, face 
powder, and scent, but ordinary common or garden soap (savo 
vulgavis) cannot be used—and a priorz, I suppose, never have been 
used—without incurring the risk of cancer. In the innocence of 
childhood I little thought that my parents, when they taught me 
that cleanliness is next to godliness, were really putting me on 
to a short cut to heaven. Beer, tea, coffee, cigarettes, tinned 
salmon, soap—when will someone discover that it is not safe to 
read the daily papers? 

I should like to ask, however (if it would not be considered 
rude), how it is that the explorers attached to the Imperial Cancer 
Research Fund have not anticipated Sir Lenthal Cheatle’s dis- 
coveries. For a great many years past they have been expending 
huge sums on research without discovering anything worth knowing, 
yet here are the most important facts about cancer lying unobserved 
right under our noses—in the case of ladies I should say right 
on their noses. When saving money is our first duty, something 
ought to be asked about this in Parliament. But possibly the 
cancer researchers have been put off the track by the knowledge 


Rovel Cheories about Cancer. 


| that cancer has only become a serious scourge of humanity in com- 
paratively recent times, while soap has been in general use since 
the time of the Romans (who got it, I believe, from the Gauls 
and Teutons), while the virtues, though not the vices, of cosmetics 
and face powder were discovered by Egyptian ladies before the 
| time of Tutankhamen. Why did the danger remain so long, not 
| merely unnoticed, but apparently non-existent ? : 

At the American Congress on Internal Medicine, held 
at Philadelphia during April, the subject of cancer was 
dealt with, and Dr. Frank Smithies, its secretary-general, 
described as a cancer specialist, declared that the disease 
is hereditary—a theory which has been quite out of 
fashion for a long time, since it does not suit the germ 
theory—and that the only hope of getting rid of it was 
by the practice of eugenics. He said nothing but a 
religious organisation could manage this. Its devotees 
were to ‘‘disregard love and moonlight,”’ marry or abstain 
from marriage strictly in accordance with cancer theories, 
and then ‘‘cancer would disappear!” 

Most of us remember a novel, written in this country 
many years ago, which had an enormous vogue. The 
hero and heroine committed suicide for fear of bringing 
consumptives into the world. After that we were told 
that consumption is not hereditary. Belief in changing 
medical theories might easily be responsible for much 
wasted sacrifice; but we fancy ‘‘love and moonlight” 
will conquer. There are some fundamental things in 
which the people will not tolerate medical interference. 
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The Jd Hin BIS Sale. 


We appeal to all our friends to send us articles of | 
clothing or household use for the Jumble Sale, which | 


will take place on Saturday afternoon, September 29, 
in the Milton Hall, Cabul Road, Battersea. Clothing 
being now cheap in the shops, a great many articles will 
be required, 
Jumble Sale, which was held in another locality when 
prices were still “‘up.’’ We should like to do even better, 


for the neighbourhood now selected seems eminently | many negroes, 


We can send for parcels in London | 


suited to our purpose. 
and the suburbs, if necessary. Strips of carpet and cur- 
tains are particularly welcome gifts. 

Fir. Roy Horniman’s Play. 

Few anti-vivisectionists have rendered such willing, 
wholehearted and strenuous service to our Cause as has 
Mr. Roy Horniman, the well-known author and dramatist. 
It was therefore with peculiar pleasure that we wel- 
comed the production of his play “‘ Love in Pawn,” 
Kingsway Theatre. 


even to raise the £40 produced by our last | 
ABOLITIONIST. 


Bie aescibes life j ina one station in New South Wales, 
where the advent of the postman is a great event, and 
reading matter eagerly sought. 

‘“When I lived in a tent in the back blocks, a Chinaman used to 
call monthly with drapery goods and_ books. Once from 
Hop Sing I got such an interesting collection that I jotted down 
the titles in my notebook.” 

She gives the names—and the first on the lst is the 


Wise Hop Sing! Several of his countrymen, besides 
write to us for our magazine. 


Ancther Shop Campaign. 
Our Hove Branch is to be congratulated on the extra- 
ordinary success of its recent ten days’ shop campaign, 


_ at which no fewer than 156 members were enrolled. Mr. 


Maurice Toms was assisted by a number of most enthusi- 


| astic and efficient helpers, and they gained the attention 


meretricious is offered on the stage, it is cefreshing to be | 
able to recommend a play as entirely wholesome and | 
charming; one, moreover, that provides food for thought | 


in the problem it presents. 
home gives a touch of the unusual to one of the scenes. 
Altogether the play fully merits the description “‘absorb- 
ing’? which was applied to it in one of our London dailies 
on its first appearance. In spite of a very good Press re- 
ception, it was rumoured that the play might be with- 
drawn ere long, and it is just possible that this might 
occur before our readers have the opportunity of enjoying 


The picture of life ina Jewish | 


it. We trust this will not be the case, for it is well worth | 


seeing. 
The Older “ Abolitionists.”’ 

We are proud to bear the title of Abolitionists, 
associated as it is with the great fight against slavery, 
which ended in victory. A contemporary magazine 


happens just now to be repeating much that has already | ping away at a frog’s brain (with or 4athone eee aan 


been answered in the ABOLITIONIST (April, 1912), seeking 
to establish, by reference to the slave trade, a precedent 
for the policy of restriction. 


and sympathy of persons in every class of society, cer- 


athe 4 tainly giving the movement a big forward push in “‘ London 


In a day when so much that is | 


bypthe, sea; 


More American Cruelties. 

The physiological journals of the United States—that 
vivisected animals’ paradise described by Ernest Harold 
Baynes—continue to publish revolting details of work 
apparently carried on for idle curiosity in the laboratories. 
We are indebted to the Vivisection Investigation League 
for the records of some recent experiments consisting of 
making frogs jump with their eyes burnt out and causing 
cats to vomit after being disembowelled. 

Those who doubt whether anesthesia would be omitted, 
even with frogs, are asked to note the following from 
the American Journal of Physiology, January 1, 1923. 

“Under very light anesthesia or with no anesthesia, the fronto- 
parietal bones were removed with fine scissors and various portions 
of the brain were either removed with fine forceps and curettes 
or cauterized with a heated needle. After being operated upon, 


the animals were left in their aquarium for a day or more to ensure 
full recovery from shock or anesthesia, 


The record goes on with snippings, burnings and clip- 


and with subcutaneous injections of drugs to find out 


_ whether the frog would still jump at a sudden light. 


Slavery was fought throughout on abolitionist principles | 
and with abolitionist policy. The practice was limited | 


here and there, just as we are seeking to limit vivisection 
by preventing its endowment with public money. But 
no proposal to aid the establishment of slavery by placing 
inspectors to watch over the slaves and accepting their 
version of the facts was ever made; 
been pursued, slavery would probably now be in a strong 
position as an established and legalised practice, carried 
on more or less in accordance with the wishes of those 
who had objected to it. 

Confusion is sometimes caused by a failuré to dis- 
tinguish between limitation and regulation. To limit 
the amount of vivisection or of slavery is an abolitionist 
act; to ‘restrict’? by regulations and inspectorship is 
the policy which we of the British Union are pledged to 
oppose. 


Hop Sing and ‘‘ The Abolitionist.”’ 
The Daily News of March 29 contained an article by 
Leonora Eyles entitled “‘Reading for Reading’s Sake.”’ 


had that policy © 


_ severing the vagi or pneumo-gastric nerve; 
_ choke the cat to death, 


| the Cate 


The Journal of Experimental Medicine (January 1, 
1923), has an article on ‘‘The Mechanism of Vomiting 
induced by Antimony and Potassium Tartrate (Tartar 
Emetic)”’ :— 

“Tartar Emetic was injected in 1 per cent. solution intra- 
venously (femoral vein) into four cats. . .. The largest dose 
induced emesis (vomiting) in 74 minutes. . . The smallest 
dose caused no perceptible effect in six hours, but the animal 
vomited during the night and was sick the following day.” 

Next the cat is disabled before he is poisoned. First 
they try cutting him open and tying his intestines at the 
pylorus, also at the duodenum. Not satisfied, they try 
this would 
so they put a tube down his 
throat. 

For the actual operation they chloroform the victim, 
but allow him to. ‘recover from the effects of the operation 
and anesthetic,” before giving the poison. 

Still curious, the experimenters proceed to eviscerate 


Here is a description :— 
“Cat, male; . . . Chloroform used for anesthesia. March 23, 
1922, 9.20 a.m., ‘completed operation for the removal of the 


gastro-intestinal tract from the esophagus to the anus; administra- 
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tion of chloroform stopped. 10.50 a.m., animal walks about; 
condition good. 11.05 a.m. 40 mg. of tartar emetic per kilo 
in 100 parts of normal salt solution injected into femoral vein... . 
11.12 a.m., vomited (typical vomiting movements with the expul- 
sion of mucus from the esophagus). Animal killed.” 


About 50 cats and one dog were used in these experi- 
ments and there is an allusion to “unpublished observa- 
tions in this laboratory.” 


“Hydrophobia without the Dog.’’ 


Dr. Arthur J. Hall, lecturing before the Royal College 
of Physicians on March 20, described one form of sleeping 
sickness as ‘‘ Hydrophobia-without-the-dog”’ (Daily News, 
March 21). A patient suffering from it, he said, shows 
“some of the most characteristic signs of rabies, including 
spasmodic contraction of the throat when an attempt 
is made to swallow.”’ He added that ‘‘some specialists 
at the Pasteur Institute put hydrophobia and sleeping 
sickness in the same group of diseases.”’ 

This is interesting, for one disease has hitherto been 
declared to be due to a dog and the other toa fly! Ifa 
dog cannot give sleeping sickness, and a fly cannot give 
hydrophobia, neither can be essential; what, then, is 
left of the old theories and the elaborate ‘‘preventive”’ 


treatment built upon them? 


As a matter of fact, hydrophobia bears a very strong 
resemblance to fetanus, but the suggestion that it is only 
a form of that disease, not coming from experimenters 
but only from observers, has met with nothing but scoffing 


on the part of orthodox medical authority. Dr. Hadwen, 
we know, would class tetanus and hydrophobia together, 
-and it is quite possible that sleeping sickness may be 
added; some day a common origin for the three may 


be revealed—and it will be neither fly, nor dog, nor 


germ. 


The Girl who Barked. 


The part played by the nerves in diseases of this char- 
acter cannot be overlooked. People who have been 
bitten by dogs imagine that they will develop hydrophobia, 
and we have recorded cases in which all the characteristic 
symptoms, ending in death, have resulted merely from 
fright. According to the World, an American paper 
(January 28, 1923), a girl was recently cured by suggestion 
after having barked like a dog for ten months, following 
an attack of influenza. The writer knew a similar case, 
a delicate boy, who had outgrown his strength and 
emitted incessantly a curious barking noise, quite unlike 
an ordinary cough, for many weeks; it vanished spon- 
taneously after a seaside holiday. Varieties in these 
nervous affections have given rise to the main distinctions 
between diseases of the same order. 


Publicity Doctors. 


The Daily News of April 12 had a “‘little tale”’ entitled 
“Doctors,” by James Hilton, which provided an admir- 
able skit on the methods whereby certain members of the 
profession gain eminence. It began:— 

“Doctor Powell was a very great doctor indeed. As a mere 
medical student he found out a new disease (Powell’s disease), 
and he was only 29 when he made his celebrated discovery that 
the temperature of a monkey’s nose was the same as that of a 
housemaid’s knee. Yet one thing troubled him: he was not 
known. In spite of his wealth and his greatness, very few people 
had ever heard of him.” : 

Dr. Powell solved his difficulty by propounding a 
theory called the “Gravitational Theory of the Human 


Organs,” and advising his patients to devote some portion 
of every day to copying the dog by walking on all fours. 
(This, by the way, has actually been advocated; we have 
heard of a doctor who brought up his children on the 
principle.) His rival, Dr. Biggar, thereupon started a 
“ventilation” theory, and advocated copying the dog in 
another particular, namely, by keeping the tongue 
lolling out of the mouth. 

“In three months’ time Biggarism had completely ousted 
Powellism from public favour. Dr. Biggar, the High Priest of 
the new Natural Ventilation Theory, had left Bethnal Green and 
taken a house in Wimpole Street.” 

The little story is so witty that it was bound to be 
published on its merits; but we must add that the Datly 
News itself, like other London dailies, frequently pro- 
vides in all seriousness illustrations of medical publicity 
methods hardly less fantastic. 

Among these we must class the absurdity it had put 
forward on the preceding day, under the extravagant 
title “New Way to Health.”’ This, on the authority of 
a doctor of Western Australia (Dr. Owen F. Paget), and 
the recommendation of Dr. Alexander, M.O.H. for 
Poplar, was to be found by ‘‘ blowing very small doses of 
dead tubercle bacilli into the nose and upper passages, 
thus stimulating the epithelial cells.” As a substitute 
for inoculation this silly suggestion is comparatively 
harmless, although if the nose 1s ‘“‘Nature’s own infection 
preventer,”’ we should have thought it had enough to do 
in preventing accidental infection. An article by Dr. 
Saleeby in the same issue called “‘The Victor of Rickets” 
—advocating plenty of sunshine—conveyed good teaching 
by the bad method of making extravagant and unsupported 
claims. 

Dr. Powell and Dr. Biggar are undoubtedly proto- 
types of the doctors who loom in the public eye through 
the medium of the Press. 


Cancer Research. 


Many readers drew our attention to a prominent article 
on Cancer Research which appeared in the Daily News 
of March 23. It was written by ‘‘A Research Worker’’ 
and betrayed a callousness which no longer appears to 
shock the editorial staff of that paper. 

‘‘Now we know,” says the writer, “that the irritation 
of the skin by certain chemicals is one cause which will 
produce cancer. . . Now it has been found that if a 
cancer produced in an animal by the means I have men- 
tioned is completely removed (as is quite easy with a 
growth on the skin) no amount of further irritation will 
produce a second cancer in the same animal.” 

What nonsense! That cancer follows irritation has 
been known for many decades, if not for hundreds of 
years; and any man who, after the removal of a cancer 
of the lip attributed to smoking, would return to his pipe 
because vivisectors may have reached the conclusion 
given above as a result of experiments on animals, would 
deserve the reward of his folly. 


Pasteur. 

On another page of this journal appears the first chapter 
of a history of Pasteur written by Dr. Hadwen. Some 
of that history will be familiar to our older readers, but 
we needed a comprehensive account of the part Pasteur 
has played in creating what is miscalled “modern medical 
science,’’ and after the series of articles is completed, we 
hope to reproduce this history as a pamphlet. 
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Photographing the Brain. 

The Liverpool Daily Post of April 7 had the following 
extraordinary report :— 

Philadelphia (by Mail).—According to an account published 
here a method has been discovered of photographing the brain of 
a living person without affecting the health of the patient. 

Experiments carried out at the University of Pennsylvania 
Hospital were, it is stated, successful in obtaining several photo- 
graphs of the brain of a ten months’ old baby. The photographs 
were procured by making a small opening in the skull and inserting 
in it a photographic cystoscope, to the end of which two tiny lights 
were affixed. The child is said not to have suffered any ill effects. 
It is affirmed that the photographing of the brain may assist in 
the treatment of various cerebral disorders.—Reuter. 

This looks like a piece of unnecessary and quite inexcus- 
able human vivisection. It is absurd to suppose that 
the skull could be opened sufficiently to get a photograph 
without possible, indeed probable, injury. We are 
surprised that it was allowed by the parents or guardians 
of the baby, if it was so fortunate as to possess them. 


Vaccination for Lunacy. 

“Neurologist,” in the Manchester Dispatch of February 
23, writes as follows in the course of an article entitled 
““Vaccinate the Lunatic?”’: 


“We are getting the mastery of most diseases; we are step by | 


step discovering the organic—usually microbial—cause of all; 
but two baffle us—cancer and lunacy. 
Yet we are coming to grips with both. 


or tuberculosis. 

Such diseases are produced by microscopic objects, bacilli and 
the like, and it is to one of the tribe, a worrying little beast called 
spirochete, that many cases of lunacy are due. 

The immediate disease produced by the spirochete is well 
known for its social ravages, and that form of lunacy known as 
general paralysis of the insane is one of its consequences. If we 
take into account its remoter effects, particularly such as are 
hereditary, then we find that a greater proportion of all cases of 
insanity may be traced to its operations. 

That being so, the question of prevention arises, or the question 
of what is called ‘immunisation.’ We immunise patients against 
smallpox by giving them an injection of a weakened virus against 
which the system reacts successfully. Now that we have isolated 
the influenza germ we are, or will be, able to deal with that wretched 
scourge effectually. Can we immunise against lunacy?” 

Here we have two unsupported assumptions; (1) that 
vaccination has banished most diseases; (2) that most 
forms of lunacy are due to syphilis. The horrible result 
of the triumph of these twin obsessions would be the 
inoculation of lunatics whose malady has nothing what- 
ever to do with syphilis with products of that disease— 
in other words, the syphilisation of the insane. It is 
natural that the materialists of the laboratory should 
be unable to visualise a mental cause for anything. But 
if the insane are to be reached at all, it will surely be 
through the ministrations of mind. 


A Curious Tale about Miss Cobbe. 


The Daily Colonist of Victoria, British Columbia, has 
opened its columns to a lengthy discussion on vivisection 
ever since Dr. Hadwen’s visit last year. Some splendid 
letters have appeared on our side; the newly-formed 
Anti-vivisection Societies of Victoria and Vancouver 
contain men and women who recognise the necessity of 
study, and they have in an astonishingly short space of 
time equipped themselves for battle in a manner which 
leaves their opponents far behind. 

A long and unusually silly epistle from one of the latter 
appeared in the issue of February 27, and contained what 
we must regard, without corroboration, as a piece of pure, 
unadulterated fiction. The writer, instead of attempting 
to answer the points adduced by Miss Dora Kitto, with 


We have called lunacy | 
a mental disease, but the reason is that the symptoms are mental : 
or physical; che cause is as distinctly physical as that of smallpox | 
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_ whom she was supposed to be 
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dealing, devoted over a 


_column to the suggestion that anti-vivisectionists are 


addressed by Miss P 


quite willing to avail themselves of the fruits of vivi- | 


section, in illustration of which she gave the following story. 


There was once a meeting at Birmingham, and it was _ 
, who ‘“‘had made it the 


C 


_ business of her life to speak against vivisection.” 


| the Pasteur treatment on his son! 
_ cover both “‘ the Anti-vivisection League” and its secretary, 

neither being known to us over here. 
_ the letter carefully informs us that no report of the meeting 


“She bore the air of one engaged in a glorious campaign, and was 
listened to with attention. Then Sir Victor Horsley rose to reply. 


In calm, courteous tones he spoke in the name of the profession, — 
showing all due respect to a lady who was so obviously sure she — 


could not err,” etc., etc. 


To those who remember Sir Victor’s manners, especially — 
as displayed towards Miss Cobbe, this is highly amusing, 


as also is the further reference to the lady’s hero as “‘a 
man idolized in his profession.” 


collapse—so that “the meeting broke up” after ‘‘a great 


uproar’’—by informing the audience that ‘‘the Secretary 
of the Anti-vivisection League” had asked him to employ 


ever appeared. The reason seems obvious. 


Too Much Medical Advertisement. 


The following warning from the Journal of the American 


Medical Association (February 10) would certainly not 
have appeared without serious reason :— 

“All too frequent are statements concerning discoveries in the 
treatment of such conditions as cancer, tuberculosis, epilepsy 


_ and other menacing diseases, which lead thousands of sufferers 


to false hopes, to the unwarranted spending of money and to the 
ultimate discredit of real advances in medical science. The 
need of authoritative sources of information for the public on new 
medical discoveries was never so great as at the present time.” 


So long as medical institutions and individuals have 


their publicity departments and agents, it is certain that — 
_ the misleading of the public by false announcements — 


will continue. 


| The Insulin Treatment. 


The San Francisco Examiner of April 1, reporting 


Dr. Rodney A. Yoell, stated that ‘“‘while the solution — 


(Insulin) holds great hope for those suffering from the 


_ almost always fatal disease, diabetes, the use of it is 
_ still in an experimental stage and is attended with extreme 


danger’’ (italics ours). If too much is given “‘ the patient be- 
comes in a few minutes almost unrecognisable and a wreck.” 

In spite of this, many doctors, both in the United 
States and in this country, are talking and writing about 
Insulin as if its value were proved. A great reward 
from public funds is promised to Dr. Banting and Dr. 


| Best, the discoverers, and the Toronto Anti-Vivisection 
_ Society has very naturally protested against this as “a 


dangerous precedent.”” We shall soon have financial 
recognition, at public expense, within a week or two of 
every alleged discovery, if this kind of thing is encouraged. 

Miss Dora Kitto, Mrs. Persis Hodgson and others have 
dealt in the British Columbian papers with “Insulin,” 
and the experiments on dogs which we recorded last 
month have thus been revealed to the general reader. 
Their contention that the value of this new treatment for 
diabetes is far from being proved received some assistance 
by the regretted but opportune death of Mr. Joseph 
Martin, K.C., in the Vancouver General Hospital. He 
had been taking Insulin, and had been reported, on 
February 6, as claiming it to be “‘the most important 


| discovery in medical research for years.” 


The gentle knight is’ 
described as reducing Miss Cobbe to tears and a state of 


We are trying to dis- 
The lady who wrote | 
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PASTEUR AND PASTEURISM. 


(A Historical Survey in Four Parts.) 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, MD., J.P. 


PART I. 


CHAPTER I. 
THE CREDENTIALS OF M. PASTEUR. 


ky 


GREAT man is but rarely recog- 
nized until it is too late to do 
him honour; a successful man 
> is invariably known to his con- 
=~ temporaries; to future genera- 
tions is left the task of unveiling 
~~ the secret of his success. M. 
& Pasteur was a successful man; 
» he was the favourite of fortune, 

and his name has been one to 

conjure with during the last half-century. Born in 
December, 1822, of humble parentage, he died in the 
year 1895 at the age of 73. Before he passed away he 
had achieved world-wide fame, and he left behind him 


could be found in the land of his birth. 
To the scientific chemist, Pasteur is known as the 


acid, which M. Biot, the most noted crystallographer 
of the period, had overlooked. Toa crystallographer the 
observation was of unparalleled importance; 
scientific chemist it was a matter of curious interest; 
to the man in the street it was of no moment at all. But 
to that discovery Pasteur owes his one and only claim to 
originality throughout the whole of his life; and it 
laid the foundation of his success; for the aged M. Biot 
took the young man by the hand, introduced him to a 
circle of influential colleagues, and by his interest secured 

for him lucrative public appointments which henceforth 
gave him an assured scientific standing and a com- 


in the somewhat prosaic pursuit of making models of 

crystals and lecturing about them. 
By the general scientist Pasteur is hailed as the hero 
who defeated for all time the advocates of spontaneous 
generation and who was the first to solve the problem of 
fermentation. By the patriot he is worshipped as the 
discoverer of the cause of silkworm disease, which was 
ruining one of the chief industries of France. ‘“‘He 
thereby saved for his country,” it is said, ““more money 
than was incurred by the whole indemnity it was called 

upon to pay after the Franco-German War.” By the 
medical practitioner, the commercial chemist and the 
bacteriologist he is reverenced as the man who originated 
the Germ Theory of Disease, which forms the basis upon 
which the huge business connected with the vaccines 
and serums of the modern medicine man has been skil- 
fully built. To the claims of the latter has been attached 
the name of Pasteurism. 

- The Minister of Public Instruction, addressing M. 
Pasteur on the occasion of his seventieth birthday, 
summed up Pasteurism in the following words :— 

“‘Henceforward the formula is definitive and complete. Your 

disciples give it in two words—ferments and virus are living 

beings; vaccine is an attenuated virus, the basis of medicine 

is the artificial attenuation of virus, and thus the microbic treat- 
| ment is founded.” woes 


to the | 


| 
| 
\ 


It is to be regretted that, when an exalted man dies, 
the world seems to think that nothing remains to be 
done save to worship at his shrine, to repeat the bald 


' story of his prowess, and to repress all inquiry as to 


| “Was it really so?”’ 


In the case of Pasteur, eulogistic 
biography has refused to submit to historical accuracy. 
Pasteurism has been placed by its devotees beyond the 
reach of criticism; and instead of being stimulated to 


' reason we are expected blindly to bow down to a god. 


one of the most successful profit-making industries which | 


Thomas Carlyle has told us “that no error is fully 
confuted until you have seen not only that it is an error, 
but also how it became one.’ Let us then briefly 
examine the credentials of the founder of Pasteurism. 


CHAPTER IT: 
SPONTANEOUS GENERATION. 
The popular claim is that we owe to Louis Pasteur 


the discovery of fermentation and the disproof of spon- 


discoverer of a new crystalline f f tartaric | eg eerete ol, 
rystalline irom of para-tartariC | qiscovered the one nor was he responsible for the exposure 


| of the other. 


Let it be said at once: He neither 
Pasteur was fortunate in coming in at the 
end of a long line of famous investigators, such as Need- 
ham, Spallanzani, Helmholtz, Schréder, Dusch, Bernard, 
Pouchet, Bonnet, Buffon, etc., who had performed 
countless experiments and engaged in endless disputes 
upon these very questions. Pasteur imitated and repeated 
their experiments; he failed to add one single proof in 
any direction to that of his predecessors, but as the 
noted Béchamp, Professor of Medical Chemistry and 
Pharmacy in the University of Montpellier, said at the 
time: ‘Where they hesitate, if Pasteur does not hesitate 


| ; ; | —he errs.”” And he erred so egregiously that (as will 
/petency. From that time his early life was largely spent be seen by referring to Annales de Chimie et de Physique, 


December, 1858, Vol. LII., page 415), so far from exposing 


the idea that living beings are evolved spontaneously 
_ from non-living, he followed the fashion of the day and 


actually supported the theory of spontaneous generation. 
His words are as follows :— 

“These globules are born spontaneously in the womb of the 
albuminous liquor furnished by the soluble part of the yeast.” 

Nearly two years before this, Béchamp had disproved 
the theory of spontaneous generation in connection with 
the lactic ferments of yeast in a Memoir contributed to 
the French Academy of Sciences early in 1857. 

In 1864 Béchamp showed that atmospheric germs 
were not only unnecessary for vinous fermentation but 
were injurious, as the grape carried upon itself the fully 
developed ferment. In 1865 Béchamp announced that 
there existed in milk the agent which brought about its 
spontaneous alteration, and that another agent existed in 
chalk which acted as a lactic ferment; to these he gave the 
name of Microzyma, from micro, small, and zume, ferment. 

He demonstrated that in order to preserve meat from 
decomposition, it is not only necessary to exclude the air, 
but to supply enough heat to kill the internal substance. 
Pasteur utterly failed to realize the properties of these 
inherent micro-organisms, although he acknowledged that 
a piece of meat he had kept airproof was “gamey’’! 
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Pasteur, who had been driven and forced from his 
position as a spontaneist, was at that time imitating 
experiments by which he sought to show that there was 
nothing living in the blood or in the flesh, and that all 
animal matters without the germs of the air would remain 
indefinitely unchanged. He was not ignorant of M. 
Béchamp’s researches, for he was actually elected a 
member of a Commission (which was always appointed 
by the Academy of Sciences to examine original researches 
of great importance) to consider Béchamp’s discoveries, 
but throughout the investigation he did not utter a word. 

Eight years afterwards, however, in 1872 (I quote the 
words of M. Béchamp), ‘““M. Pasteur attempted his 
boldest plagiarism.’’ He actually laid claim “‘all of a 
sudden”’ to the “‘discovery”’ that the ferment of vinous 
fermentation existed naturally upon the grape. He also 
“discovered”? that plants and animals contain normally 
the ferments which cause alterations apart from the action 
of atmospheric germs, and added that his ‘‘new dis- 
coveries’” would make an epoch in general physiology; 
asserted that he had thrown a great light upon the 
phenomena of fermentation, and that he had ‘‘opened a 
new path to physiology and medical pathology”’! 

This was too much for Béchamp. ‘‘Up till that time,” 
he said, ‘“‘I had treated the man with consideration, but 
now it must be done with.’ He at once proved that 
Pasteur had appropriated everything from the writings 
of himself and Professor Estor. Then Pasteur quietly 
dropped his claim without acknowledgment or retraction 
and went back to ascribing all fermentative processes 
to the effect of atmospheric germs, just as he had 
“explained” them as late as in 1862 by spontaneous 
generation. 

These facts settle once and for ever the value of all 
the adulation bestowed upon Pasteur as to the house- 
wife’s deep indebtedness to him for instructing her how 
to preserve various articles of food, and for all the brewer 
owes him in connection with alcoholic fermentation in 
beers and wines. The world always takes men at their 
own estimate! 


CHAP T Hic Ut: 
THE SILKWORM DISEASE. 

The worst of Pasteur’s plagiarisms was that of his 
alleged discovery of Pébrine, the parasitic organism that 
causes silkworm disease. The history of this episode 
reflects seriously on Pasteur’s character. 

In June, 1866, Professor Béchamp wrote to the French 
Academy of Sciences as follows :— 

“Pébrine, in my opinion, attacks the worm from outside, and 
it is from the air that the germs of the parasite come. The malady 
is not primitively constitutional.” 

The communication was accompanied by detailed 
advice for treatment. 

On July 23, 1866 (that is, a month later), Pasteur 
wrote sarcastically to the Academy :— 


““One would be tempted to believe that a parasite had invaded 
them. It would be an error.” 
He believed the origin to be constitutional and not 
parasitical, for he added:— 
‘I cannot better explain the manner in which I regard the 


silkworm disease than in comparing it to the effects of pulmonary 
phthisis.” (Comptes Rendus, T. 63, p. 137.) 


| 


On August 27 Béchamp proved the corpuscle to be an 
alcoholic ferment (C.R., T.63, p. 391). He subsequently 
announced the discovery of its propagation and confirmed — 
it in a note to the Academy of Sciences. 

There had been many theories in vogue as to what 
Pébrine was; some thought it to be animal, some vege- 
table, others that it was a crystal, or due to atmospheric 
conditions, disease of the mulberry tree, degeneration of 
the silkworm race, and so on. Béchamp for the first 
time advanced the view quoted above. 

Now, in June, 1865, Pasteur had been entrusted byl 
the Minister of Agriculture with the task of solving the 
mystery. He spent months among the peasants of Alais 
making desultory enquiries and discovering nothing. — 
In January, 1866, he was again requested by the Minister 
of Agriculture to see what he could do; he once more 
went to Alais, but the season closed without success, — 
Then came Béchamp’s illuminating letter of June, 1866, 


| published after Pasteur’s return from his unsuccessful 


enquiry, the opinion contained in which Pasteur, as we 
have seen, contradicted flatly the following month. 

In January, 1867, however, Pasteur returned to Alais, 
saying significantly :— 

“The year 1867 must be the last to bear the complaints of 
silkworm cultivators.” 

He immediately commenced to separate the moths with 
their eggs, as Béchamp had advised six months pre- 
viously, destroying all those which presented signs of 
the pébrine corpuscle, thus preserving only good “‘seed,”’ 
as the eggs are called. He then in a letter to M. Duruy, 
the Minister of Public Instruction, claimed for himself 
the discovery that the disease was due to a parasite. 

M. Béchamp was staggered at Pasteur’s piracy and 
wrote in April, 1867, to the Academy of Sciences of 

“The theory that pébrine is parasitical, for the triumph of which 
I have contended for two years. . . . I dare to hope that the 


priority of the idea and of the experiments showing it will not be 
contested.” 


But, in spite of the incontrovertible facts, as revealed 
in the dates, the humble but brilliant Medical Professor 
of Montpellier was ignored, whilst Pasteur, who had 


| again plagiarized and pirated Béchamp’s researches, by 


the bold self-assertiveness and self-advertisement which 
characterized all his actions, secured and accepted the 
glory of discovery—a discovery at which, when announced 
by the originator, he had previously sneered. 

The stolen credit for saving the silkworm industry 
made Pasteur the idol of the French people, and hence- 
forth everything that he said was accepted without 
question, and, except by the few who distrusted his 
methods and dared to subject his bombastic claims to 
the light of investigation, he was raised to the pinnacle 
of scientific infallibility. 

Thus the ground was prepared for his next ‘‘discovery”’ 
of the Germ Theory of Disease. 

The history associated with this third and last phase 
of Pasteur’s activities is curious, and in the course of it, 
as we shall see, Béchamp again plays no unimportant 
role, and the characteristics which displayed Pasteur 
in so unenviable a light in relation to fermentation and 
silkworm disease were again brought into relief. 


(To be continued.) 


Note—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection ts the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 
Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle”’ given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most of its workers are volunteers. 
More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 

Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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CORRESPONDENCE in the ‘‘MEDICAL PRESS.” 


and Circular will be found interesting. We think 
: that a medical writer seldom gave away his own 
‘case so completely as does this critic of Dr. Hadwen. 


From the Medical Press, February 28, 1923:—- 


SMALLPOX AND VACCINATION. 
To the Editor. 

S1r,—Doubtless many of your readers have been following the 
correspondence in Truth for and against vaccination in smallpox. 
Medical men were probably induced to take part in it owing to 
the antagonistic position assumed by Dr. Hadwen. To argue 
with Dr. Hadwen on the subject is equivalent to using a steam 
hammer in order to break anut. The strength of the facts against 
him pulverise his contentions. At the same time, his honesty is 
apparent, and his slimness in marshalling the facts in his favour 
is quite admirable. Apparently the correspondence is now ended, 
judging from an article which appears in the current number of 
your contemporary, contributed by the editor. He sums up the 
controversy under the heading ‘‘moonshine and smallpox,” and 
allows Dr. Hadwen his last shot, and here again the latter wriggles 
about with his critics. 

Statistics being his chief stock in trade, perhaps his ingenuity 
would not be wasted in the attempt to explain the following 
figures taken from the Registrar-General’s Returns. In the 
decennium 1867-1876, there were 58,614 deaths from smallpox ; 
in that of 1877 to 1886 there were 18,026; in that of 1887-1896, 
there were 4,892; in that of 1897-1906, there were 4,763; in that 
of 1907-1916 there were 139. In common with a good many others 
of his persuasion, he will probably advance the usual explanation 
of better sanitation as the cause of the marvellous reduction in 
the death-rate, and deny the influence of vaccination. Perhaps 
from his point of view, if sanitation were to be still further im- 
proved, smallpox as an epidemic disease would cease to prevail 
in this country. But, until the millennium were reached in that 
respect, persons in the meanwhile would continue to die of smallpox 
if unvaccinated. 

I suppose Dr. Hadwen is not prepared to deny that vaccination 
—even if it be ‘‘moonshine”—is the only known method of con- 
trolling the disease within our knowledge. It would be inter- 

esting to know how he would act, if, on his advice, a household, 
containing young children, evaded vaccination, and one of them 
contracted smallpox. The editor of Truth gives the readers of 
his article to understand that on this question he agrees with 
Dr. Hadwen, That seems to me to be scarcely a judicial position 
to have assumed, especially as the facts in favour of vaccination 
overwhelm those against it. Any unprejudiced person would 
recognise, at any rate, the expediency of vaccination in a smallpox 
epidemic.—I am, Sir, yours truly, GENERAL PRACTITIONER. 

February 24, 1923. 


DR. HADWEN’S REPLY. 
From the Medical Press, March 14, 1923. 
To the Editor of the ‘‘ Medical Press and Circular.” 
Sir,—Your anonymous correspondent, “General Practitioner, ”’ 
apparently compares himself with a “steam hammer” and me 
with a “nut.” I appreciate his condescension in asking so insig- 
nificant a personage, “who wriggles about with. his critics,” to 
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“explain the figures” he supplies from the Registrar-General’s 
Returns. It would, in my opinion, be much more interesting were 
he himself to vouchsafe the explanation. Nothing would please 
me better than to know how he can ‘“‘explain” away the absolutely 
damning statistics against his creed which he has supplied in your 
columns. 

What he shows is this:—That during the period 1867-1876, 
after the passing of two most rigorous Compulsory Vaccination 
Acts—1853 and 1864—when, as officially admitted, this country 
was vaccinated up to 97} per cent. of its population, it was smitten 
in 1871-2 with the worst epidemic of smallpox on record, the 
total number of deaths for the decennium he refers to being 58,614. 

In 1875 (the year before that decennium closed) the Public 
Health Act was passed; sanitary regulations were enforced all 
over the country and Medical Officers of Health were for the first 
time appointed. With the great improvement in health con- 
ditions which followed, vaccination took a secondary place, and 
as your correspondent shows, smallpox declined in every decennium 
that followed, until we reach the last that he records, namely, 
1907-1916, when, as he shows us, there were only 139 smallpox 
deaths compared with his first decennium of 58,614. 

Now, it was in 1907 that Mr. John Burns’ Amendment to the 
Vaccination Acts was passed, which gave fuller liberty to the 
conscientious objector, and from that date the number of vac- 
cinations to births rapidly declined, so that at the present time 
about 75 per cent. of the children born are unvaccinated, and yet 
smallpox—were it not for official scaremongers—is practically 
unknown. In short, most vaccination, most smallpox; least 
vaccination, least smallpox. 

So much for the ‘“‘steam hammer” and the “nut,” I am grateful 
to your correspondent for his assistance in the cracking—not of 
the nut, but of the unfortunate steam-hammer. 

He then asks me two questions! 

(1) Is not vaccination “the only known method of controlling 
the disease within our knowledge” ? 

(2) How would I act “if a household containing young children 
evaded vaccination, and one of them contracted smallpox” ? 

As to No. 1, there is not a vestige of evidence in existence to 
show that vaccination has ever yet controlled an outbreak of 
smallpox. 

In reply to 2. I should isolate the child, treat it with hot 
baths twice daily combined with plentiful inunction of olive oil. 
Overhaul the house to see what may be wrong sanitarily and send 
the remaining children out to live in the fresh air and return to 
a scrubbed, well-ventilated and purified house. I have treated 
some of the worst cases of confluent smallpox successfully and they 
have recovered without any pitting. Under the improved sanitary 
conditions, I am convinced that smallpox can never again get a 
hold in this country. 

I have long come to the conclusion that the injection of the foul 
products of cattle sores into a healthy human body under the 
supposition of preventing a human disease to which that of the 
cow bears no analogy is not science, but a filthy and nonsensical 
superstition. Vaccination is infinitely more dangerous than 
smallpox.—I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 


(Signed) WatteR R. Hapwen, M.D., J.P. 
Gloucester, March 9, 1923. 


Our Special Appeal. 


donations during the past month: Torquay and 
District Branch (special donation), £5; Mrs. 
Winterbottom, £4; Anon., ‘Little Self-Denials,” £2; 
Miss F. Wilkinson, {1 10s.; Mrs. Herbert Talbot, £1 1s. ; 
Miss M. Rankin, 5s. This brings the total amount sub- 
scribed to this fund up to the close of our financial year 
(April 30) to £754 17s. We cannot, however, include 
anything received after April 20. 
Without special efforts of this kind it is totally impos- 
sible for us to carry on our multitudinous activities; 


Ox: best thanks to the following, who have sent 


‘Che Fourpenny Lark.” 
Sing a Song of Fourpence. 
ING a song of fourpence (’tisn’t much to you), 
G Four-and-twenty skylarks singing in the blue; 
Singing with an ecstasy that makes the heavens ring, 
Is not this the melody and music for a king? 


| Sing a song of fourpence; sing it if you can; 
| Four-and-twenty skylarks make a meal for man; 


Missing all the wonderment and glory of the year, 
Just to make a dainty dish for any profiteer. 


Sing a song of fourpence, is it really true 


_ This can buy a skylark singing in the blue? 


and we confidently look to our friends to be very generous | 


to the Cause in the coming year. 


(Singing in a rhapsody, and all the heaven rings), 
Just to make a dainty dish for bloated merchant kings! 
BARBARA E, Topp. 
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BLACKHEATH. 

Miss Crofton gave an address on “Friendship with Animals 

and Anti-vivisection,” on March 27 to the “Tuesday Lunchers,” 

a circle in Woolwich who meet for mutual help and instruction. 
BOLTON. 

On March 26 a Group Meeting was held in the Vegetarian Café, 
Mr. J. Buck presiding. Mr. Middleton spoke. 

BRISTOL. 

At the David Thomas Discussion Class on April 8, Mr. T. A. 
Williams gave an interesting address entitled “Is Vivisection in 
the Line of True Progress?”’ A very keen debate followed. 

The same evening Mr. T. A. Williams was invited to occupy 
the pulpit at the Domestic Mission Chapel, and to take “‘ Vivi- 
section” as his subject. The chapel was full. 

The Annual Meeting of the Bristol Branch of the British Union 
took place on Monday, April 9, at the Redland Park Hall. Mr. 
Meade-King was in the chair and Mr. T. A. Williams gave a most 
interesting address. There was a very good attendance and several 
new members joined the Society. Good Press reports appeared. 

CHELTENHAM. 


The Gloucestershire Echo of March 28 had a very long report | 


of the Annual Meeting of our Cheltenham Branch, which was 
held by the kind invitation of Miss Ogleby-Davies, the President, 
on the previous day. Miss Ogleby-Davies presided, and after 
the business Dr. Hadwen addressed the meeting. The Rev. 
H. H. Merryweather, Miss Geddes and others also spoke. 


GLOSSOP. 

On March 28 Mr. Middleton addressed the Y.M. Social Guild on 

“Vivisection and Social Reform.” Mr. Campbell presided. 
HASTINGS. 

The Hastings and St. Leonards Observey of April 7 had a long 
report of an address by Mr. Toms to the Theosophical Society on 
April 5. Miss Harding presided. 

The same paper of April 14 had an account of a well-attended 
public meeting, held at Lewcock’s Restaurant on April 9. Rev. 
J.C. Thompson was in the chair, and the speakers were Mr. G. C. 
Maberly, M.A., LL.B., and Mr. Toms. 

Capt. H. Doyle presided over the Y.M.C.A. Debating Society 


on April12. Thesubject was“ That experiments on living animals 
are unjustifiable.’ The leaders were Mr. Toms and Dr. Maxwell, 
B.A., M.B., M.R.C.S., etc. There was a brisk discussion, 


Dr. Maxwell being also supported by Dr. Barber. 
voted for the resolution and 16 against. 
HOVE. 

The Sussex Daily News of April 20 reported a meeting held in 
the Hove Town Hall on April 19, at the close of a shop campaign 
run by our Hove Branch. The speakers were Mr. B. G. Horniman 
and Mr. Maurice Toms. Mr. Lee presided. 


Twenty-eight 


LITTLEHAMPTON. 
On March 25 Mr. Maurice Toms addressed an appreciative 
audience at the Littlehampton Brotherhood. Mr. Hayes 


Marshall was in the chair, and supported Mr. Toms’ appeal. 


Sir George Greenwood on Press Logic. | 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 

Sir,—The Evening Standard, in its soi-disant ‘“Londoner’s 
Diary” of March 28, published, under the heading of ‘An Anti- 
vaccinationist,” two paragraphs ‘‘from a medical man,’ who 
expressed his opinion that even the ‘‘nimble wits” of anti-vaccina- 
tionists “will scarcely be equal to the task of explaining the case 
of Thomas Ashley, of Clowne in Derbyshire.” This man, it 


appears, was “a stern opponent of Jenner’s doctrine,” and was | 


well known as an “‘anti-vaccinationist,” yet ‘‘he himself had 
caught the contagion”! And the “medical man” has “never 
heard of a more dramatic vindication of accepted medical opinion” ! 

The “Londoner” must, I fear, have but a poor opinion of the 
intelligence of his readers when he dishes up such rubbish for their 
consumption. I have never heard an ‘‘anti-vaccinationist” 
contend that the fact of not having been vaccinated confers 
immunity from smallpox! I myself have never been vaccinated 
since the days of ‘‘my helpless cradle,” to which fact, viz., that 
I have not poisoned my blood by the filth of cowpox—I largely 


— 
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LIVERPOOL. 

On April 5 a Group Meeting was held in the Branch Rooms 
under the presidency of Mr. E. Webster Jones. Reports of 
activities were submitted by Mr. Joscelyne, Miss Pennell, Miss 
Lyster and other friends. 

LUTON. 

Miss Kidd addressed the Luton Theosophical Lodge on ‘‘ The 

Case against Vivisection’’ on April 19. 
MANCHESTER. 

On March 20 an enthusiastic gathering of bazaar workers was 
held in the office for reports of progress. 

On March 20 Mr. Middleton addressed the Manchester Theosophi- 
cal Lodge on “‘ The Way to Health and Happiness.” Mr. Pontefract 
presided over a good-sized gathering. 

NOTTINGHAM, 

On March 18 Mr. Fraser Hewes addressed a good meeting of the 
Carlton Brotherhood on “Experiments on Live Animals.” 

On March 25 he spoke on “ Vivisection: is it Justifiable?” at the 
Halifax Place Young Men’s Institute. Members were gained. 

PAIGNTON. 

Mrs. Tweedale presided over a meeting in Deller’s Café on March 
20, when a lecture on ‘“‘The Animal’s Place in Evolution” was 
given by Miss K. Browning, M.A., to an audience of about 80. 
The subject of vivisection was fully dealt with, and an excellent 
report, with striking headlines, appeared in the Press. 

READING. 

The Reading Standard, Reading Mercury, Reading Observer, and 
other papers reported the Annual Meeting of our Reading Branch, 
held on March 21 in the Oddfellows’ Hall. The Rev. C.C. Griffiths, 
Vicar of St. John’s Church, presided, and the speaker was Mr. 
Maberly, M.A., LL.B. Mrs. Richards read an excellent Report. 

SHREWSBURY. 

The Shrewsbury Chronicle of March 3 reported an Anti-vivisection 
Meeting held in the Masonic Hall, Mr. Joseph Sunlight presiding. 
Miss Ward spoke on ‘The Great Delusion.” The following 
admirably worded resolution, proposed by Miss Ward, and seconded 
by the Rev. A. E. O’Connor, was carried unanimously, ‘That this 
meeting deplores the continuation of legalised cruelty under the 
name of research, and calls upon the Government to discontinue the 
allocation of public funds for research involving cruelty to animals.” 

WIMBLEDON. 

Mrs. Baillie Weaver presided over a meeting convened by our 
local Branch in the Compton Hall on March 27. The speaker was 
Mr. Beesley, M.A. An excellent report appeared in the Press. 

Mr. Fraser Hewes gave a Lantern Lecture to the Wimbledon 
Spiritualist Society on April 11 and aroused the meeting to a 
considerable degree of interest. Some useful members joined 
our local Branch. The collection was kindly handed over to the 
lecturer for his work in Nottingham. 

WOLVERHAMPTON. 

On March 24 a Public Meeting was convened by our local Branch 
in the Theosophical Hall, when Mrs. Baillie-Weaver spoke on 
“Ethics and Vivisection.” 


Correspondence, 


attribute the further fact that, although crippled by the incom- 
petence of one ‘“‘medical man,” and the negligence of another, 
I nevertheless, in my seventy-fourth year, continue to enjoy 
excellent health. But I am not so foolish as to suppose that, 
because unvaccinated, 1 am necessarily immune from “the con- 
tagion,’’ any more than I should be if I had been vaccinated, 
and re-vaccinated every third or fourth year of my life, supposing 
I had managed to prolong it under such conditions! 

This same ‘‘Londoner” recently published once more the 
demonstrably false and constantly refuted statement that “‘ garrot- 
ting” in London had been at once put down by ‘“‘the cat,” which, 
as the so-called ‘‘Garrotters Act’”—really the ‘Security from 
Violence Act’”’—was not passed into law till July, 1863, and garrot- 
ting in London had been suppressed long before that date (if 
challenged I should be happy to give “dates and items”) was a 
statement which ignorance may explain but, surely, cannot 
excuse. Yours faithfully, GEORGE GREENWOOD. 

P.S.—I cannot but think that if people would read “ Jenner 
and Vaccination,” by that distinguished “‘ medical man,” Charles 
Creighton, M.D. (Swan, Sonnenschein, 1889), their eyes might be 
opened somewhat. But, unfortunately, the book is now very 
difficult to obtain. [The book is in our office Library. Ep.] 
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BANGOR, CARNARVON AND’ DISTRICT BRANCH.—non. Sec., Mr. T. 
VaLLancr, High Street, Bangor. 
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ampton House, Bath, 
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BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs. OLp. 

V. & C, HopGson, 23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH .— President, CouNTESS DE RIVAS. 
Hon. Sec-Miss Crorton, Kirkside, St. John's Park. Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., MisS SuRR, 14, | 
Brooklyn Avenue. Layton, Blackpool. 

BOLION BRANCH.— Hon Sec., Mrs. Crompton, 97, Westbourne Ave., & 
Gt Lever, Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEwitTT. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. MARGARET © 
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BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.— President, Lord TENTERDEN. | 
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Sec., Mrs. CLEmknTS, Bury St. Edmunds. 
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Hon. Sec., Miss Bisnop, 51, Hills Road. 

CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Councillor 
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CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OGLEBy © 
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CHISWICK CRUSADERS BRANCH.—Hon., Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, 
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Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 
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DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord TENTERDEN, 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 
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LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —Hion. Sec., Mr. S. JOSCELYNE, — 
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Service and in the Education Departments; andas recently 
as 1915 the British Union secured the abolition of com- 
pulsory vaccination in the Army. The Navy is the only 
great department of State where compulsory vaccination 
is now insisted upon; and as we never hear of the Anti- 
Vaccination League moving legislation on behalf of the 
Navy, one wonders what it is really out for, seeing that it 
gathers all its forces together at its Annual Meeting to 
oppose practically the only policy that remains for 
it to fight for, namely, the prohibition of vaccination 
itself! 

It is true that ‘“‘disestablishment and disendowment’”’ 
have not yet been secured; but the machinery of State 
vaccination will never be smashed up until the public 
rise in judgment against the licensed State poisoners and 
demand that their infamous work shall be prohibited. 

It is absurd to suppose that the National Anti- 
Vaccination League or any other organization will ever 
prevent the exercise of direct or indirect compulsion by 
private employers, as long as educated ignorance and 
tyranny in high places remains; but inquiry into a few 
individual cases cannot form the entire work of a Society. 

What is the League supposed to be fighting for, seeing 
that liberty of conscience has been already gained 
ostensibly on behalf of every objector? 

What is left behind of compulsion, direct or indirect, 
can only be wiped out by enlightening the public as to 
the vile nature of the vaccination process, how it saps 
the health and life of its victims, and by urging, as 
a logical sequence, its entire prohibition. 

In the last 15 years, the Registrar-General has recorded 
165 deaths from ‘‘ cowpox and other effects of vaccination.” 
That death-toll would not have been certified had there 
been the remotest question as to the cause, or could the 
damning facts have been evaded. And if such official 
confession is unwillingly tendered, how many hundreds 


of similar cases have never been certified at all or have) 
been attributed to secondary causes? Yea, how many 
thousands have been diseased and ruined for life and have 
filled premature graves? The greatly lessened infantile | 
death-rate since compulsory vaccination was abolished | 
in this country speaks for itself. ; 

And is this death-toll to go on? Must we, on the plea 
of individual liberty, accord the right and authority to 
a privileged class of men to scatter the seeds of disease 
and death broadcast among the people? The National 
Anti-Vaccination League says ‘‘ Yes.” _Isay emphatically, 
“No.” This is not “‘Liberty,” it is Licence. 

The law of the land demands retribution for suicide, 
manslaughter and murder. People have to be protected 
against themselves and the public has to be protected 
against ignorant and superstitious fanatics. As long as 
vaccination itself is governed by a State bureaucracy, 
is upheld by law, and its right to continuance is stoutly 
upheld by professed anti-vaccinationists, this crime of 
legal and licensed manslaughter will go on, and the 
contention for “individual liberty’? will remain a mere 
excuse for a policy of compromise with evil. 

We have an unanswerable case for prohibition. From 
the scientific, the social, the economic, the statistical, 
the humanitarian and the vital standpoint, vaccination 
stands condemned. The proof of its murderous activities 
is beyond all disputation. Then why, in Heaven’s 
name, should not it be prohibited ? 

The British Union’s Parliamentary Bill demands the 
abolition of all vivisection. It will include the abolition 
of the cruel and wicked torture of calves for the manu- 
facture of vaccine lymph, and will at least make that 
practice a penal offence. We do not plead for a pinchbeck 
“liberty” which grants the right of the vaccinator and the 
torturer to prosecute their vile trade, but we demand for 
man and beast alike ‘“‘the liberty that makes us free.” 


“A Medical Ctopia.”’ 


R. J. WALTER CARR, consulting physician to the | 


| at or soon after their first appearance rather than have to remove 


Royal Free Hospital, giving the annual oration to 


the Medical Society of London on May 14, spoke in a | 


vein of satire. The Daily Telegraph reported as follows :— 
He pictured England under the despotic rule of the Ministry of 


citizen from the ante-natal period till the time when, at a ripe old 
age, his remains were hygienically disposed of in the municipal cre- 
matorium. The young couple about to marry would have undergonea 
complete medical examination, and both would be provided with 
certificates of fitness for matrimony. The expectant mother would 
be received in the municipal maternity hospital, and would be 
required to take her infant every week to the infant clinic until 
the child reached school age and was handed over to the school 
medical officer. 

Before he reached school age, however, it would be necessary 
to consider what superfluous parts of the organs it was desirable 
to remove. The appendix would be removed as a matter of 
routine, and Dr. Carr suggested that mankind would benefit by 
the complete removal of the entire colon, since they had the 
highest surgical and other authority for stating that owing to man’s 
most unfortunate assumption of the erect posture the large intestine 


tended to become responsible for many of the most serious and fatal | 


diseases to which man was liable. Operations would also be 
made on the tonsils, and one of the questions of the future would 


be whether it would not be far better to extract the second teeth 


them one by one later on.” 


The fact that such a state of things can be described 


_ as a“*Medical Utopia”? seems to suggest that doctors are 


Health, exercising a benevolent autocracy, keeping its grip on the | far from being our friends. 


_ mended all these interferences with Nature, and most of 


! 
{ 


Certainly, they have recom- 


them probably entertain the delusion that, if they were 
carried out, the effect upon the public health at least would 
be good. We, for our part, believe that health would 


be lost as well as liberty. Dr. Carr concluded :— 

“The greatest danger in a medical autocracy would be that of 
loss of freedom. He believed they would rather see England free 
than perfectly healthy. A medical despotism would be no excep- 
tion to any other. It was not sufficient answer to say that medical 
government would be necessarily in the best interests of the 
governed. ‘Health depends first and foremost on obedience to 
law—moral law and physical law,’ he added—‘for they are of 
co-equal importance, and in the long run nothing which is morally 
wrong can be physically right.’ ” 


A very sensible lecture indeed. We hope Dr. Carr 


_ will ponder over the applicability of its closing phrase 


to the question of vivisection. 
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DR. 


HADWEN ON SANITATION. 


(Lecture to the Institution of Sanitary Engineers), 


HADWEN was invited by 
the Institution of Sanitary 
Engineers to read a paper on 
“The Relationship between 
Insanitation and Disease” 
at their Sessional Meeting 
in Caxton Hall on May 3. 
The President, Mr. H. C. H. 
Shenton, F.S.E., M.Inst. 
Mosand CyB. ate oan.l.; 
presided over the gathering. 
An idea of the contents of 
Dr. Hadwen’s paper will be 
gained from the synopsis 
employed by the conveners 
It ran as follows :— 

The question of Environmental 
and Personal Conditions. Plague, Sweating Sickness and Gaol 
Fever. Disease in the 17th and 18th Centuries. The disappear- 
ance of Cruder Forms of Disease Conditions as Sanitation improved. 
Smallpox and its allies; their relation to Sanitation. Typhus 
and Typhoid Fever. PlagueinIndia. Malta Fever. Tuberculosis 
and its Conditions. Influenza—its Characteristics and Origin. 
Diphtheria. General remarks. 

The paper, the reading of which occupied more than an 
hour, will be published in full in the Journal of the 
Institution, and we are asking for reprints, since it will 
form a very useful pamphlet. We hope therefore to be 
able to supply all inquirers in the course of a few weeks. 

One of the most striking points made by Dr. Hadwen 
in his historical survey was the proof he provided that 
typhus fever was at one time a far greater scourge in this 
country than ever smallpox was; and yet typhus has 
entirely disappeared. It is remarkable that the former 
ravages of this disease are hardly ever mentioned, whereas 
those of smallpox, although so much less serious, are 
always held up to us as a terrible warning of what may 
occur again. The differentiation is due, of course, to 
the fact that the scaremongers in the latter case have 
something to gain by their scaremongering, for nobody 


on their invitation cards. 
Synopsis :—What is Disease ? 


| 


can deny that financial interests are bound up in vaccina- | 
tion, however genuine may be the ignorant belief in its | with Dr. Hadwen’s paper, and we hope to announce 


virtues. 


invented to deal with typhus, and no medical officials em- 
ployed to enforce or popularise it, but the faith placed in 
sanitation (the real disperser of both these allied diseases) 
has been justified by its entire banishment. 

The Press seems to have been attracted by a reference 
to plague, and under the heading given below the following 
appeared, in some cases with certain omissions, in several 
papers. We quote the version of the Westminster Gazette 


| (May 4) :— 


RATS’ DEATH DANCE. 
Herald of Bubonic Plague. 

Dr. W. R. Hadwen, in a lecture last night to the Institution 
of Sanitary Engineers in Caxton Hall, Westminster, referred to 
a paper on China published by Baber in 1878. With regard to the 
plague, attributable to the Oriental practice of exposing instead 
of burying the dead, Baber quoted a French missionary, who 
wrote: 

“The approach of bubonic plague may often be known by the 
extraordinary behaviour of the rats, who leave their holes and 
crevices and issue on to the floors without a trace of their accus- 
tomed timidity, springing continually upwards from their hind 
legs as if they were trying to jump out of something. The rats 
fall dead, and then comes the turn of the poultry, pigs, goats, etc.” 

The good father, according to Baber, had a theory of his own 
that the plague was really a pestilential emanation slowly rising 
in an equable stratum from the ground, the smallest creatures 
being first engulfed. 

Certainly, said Dr. Hadwen, the curious fact of the rats rising 
on their hind legs as if in an effort to raise themselves above the 
plague level, was unexplained on the usually accepted theory 
that plague was caused by the passage of fleas from rats to men. 

A few of the members of the British Union were present 


_ by special invitation, and Dr. John Shaw was one of those 


who contributed to the discussion. In a very interesting 
speech he remarked that cancer, though not recognised 
as a disease that yielded to sanitation, is often dependent 
upon other complaints that will yield to it, the cancer 
attacking a spot first weakened by the other trouble. 
These co-existing complaints, he said, were now acknow- 
ledged by all surgeons as ‘‘secondary”’ causes in cases of 
death from cancer, but he was more inclined to describe 
them as “‘primary,”’ being the precursors or pre-disposing 
causes of the cancer itself. 

The whole discussion will be published in one volume 


On the other hand, no prophylactic has been , it, with price, in our list of publications next month, 


Ghe Bazaar at Manchester. 


HE Animal Lovers’ Bazaar, organised by the 

Manchester, Salford and District Branch of the 
British Union, was a great success. Many new friends 
joined with old members to make things go well, and 
sincere thanks are given to everyone who assisted. 

On April 27 Dr. Josiah Oldfield spoke at the gathering 
in the Onward Hall, giving an interesting survey of 
the Humane Movement. Mr. F. De Vere Summers 
made some excellent remarks from the chair. 

On Saturday, April 28, the Countess of Tankerville 
opened the proceedings at 3 o’clock, giving a most charm- 
ing address on the “‘ Evil of Vivisection and the need for 
continued education on Animals’ Rights.” Mr. De 
Vere Summers spoke of the good work done by the British 
Union and its Manchester workers. Councillor Mrs. 
Hyde was unable to attend owing to illness. 


Delightful songs were rendered by Miss Bertha Guthrie 
and Miss Jennie Walker, and Miss Renée Hodgson gave 
elocution recitals. Later on, Miss Prescott and Mrs. 
Neild sang in the large hall. 

The stallholders and café ladies were kept very busy, 
things going with a good swing. 

Mr. De Vere Summers did splendid work in many ways, 
and earned the goodwill and thanks of all. A lethal box, 
presented by Miss L. Snow, was publicly sold for a good 
sum; also an autographed book presented by Miss Irene 
Rooke and Milton Romer, who attended the bazaar. 
Upwards of £250 was realised after paying all 
expenses. Splendid Press reports appeared in the 
Manchester Guardian, Manchester City News, Manchester 
Dispatch, Our Dogs, and other papers. the 
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Our Annual Meetings. 

We hope next month to publish a report of our Annual 
Meetings, held on May 31, as nearly verbatim as space 
allows. 


The British Union’s Report. 

By the time this issue of the ABOLITIONIST is in print, 
the Annual Report of the British Union will be issued. 
All members will receive one by post, as soon as the great 
pressure of work at this time of year is somewhat eased. 
Meanwhile, associates and mere sympathisers, who would 
like to know what we have been doing during the year, 
should write and ask for one, enclosing three stamps for 
postage. We are glad to send Reports to all who will 
examine them. There is no publication of any Society 
that should be more carefully studied than its Report; 
yet none isso neglected. We should like all our members 
to be as keen on “‘getting value for their money’ as the 
best bargain-hunter at the sales. We know that we give 
them good value; but we want them to know it too. 


Our Jumble Sale. 

We are already receiving gifts for our Jumble Sale on 
September 29. We cordially thank those who have sent 
parcels, and acknowledge the following special donations 
with gratitude :— 


| Bey ae 
Hornby, Miss F. M. (Sale) 2¥.05.0 
Kimber, Mrs. (Sale) 010 0 
Leighton, Mrs. (Sale) .. O22 
Roberts, Miss Gordon (Sale) . a0 
Hanford, Miss E. A. (Appeal) Luses) 
Gandon, Mrs. E. (Appeal) oe 


Poison Gas Experiments. 


The following question was put in Parliament, like the 
previous one, at the request of the British Union. We are 
glad to observe that it arrested the attention of members 
of the House. On May 14: 


POISON GAS (EXPERIMENTS ON ANIMALS). 

Mr. LANSBURY asked the Under-Secretary of State for War 
what species of animals are being used in gas-poisoning experi- 
ments at the Porton experimental station, near Salisbury; how 
many animals have been employed in the research since 23rd 
February, 1922, when the figures were given in reply to a question 
by Mr. J. F. Green; and whether any of the experiments have 
consisted in dropping bombs containing poison gas among these 
animals? 

The UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
Colonel Guinness) : 
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Mr. J. JONES: Can the hon. and gallant Gentleman say, 
how many ex-Ministers were among them ? . 

We would draw the special attention of residents in 
Salisbury to the great number of animals that have been 
sacrificed in these dreadful tests during the last year. 
They should make it their business to find out especially 
where the cats come from. Some years ago, stolen cats 
were sent regularly to a vivisection laboratory in London 
from Bedford; the practice was discovered and stopped. 
The demands of vivisectors provide an incentive to such 
acts. It is difficult to see how ‘‘ anesthetics ’’ could 
be applied in these experiments. 


The Vivisector Posing as Creator. 

The latest Press sensation has been the visit of Dr. 
Paul Kammerer, of Vienna, to Cambridge University. 
Following upon his claim to have caused acquired char- 
acteristics to be handed down to succeeding generations 
of sea-squirts, the newspapers have quite seriously 
discussed the possibility of ‘‘making genius hereditary,” 
and also of restoring the human mentality of the Stone 
Age! 

So far as we can judge from the reports, Dr. Kammerer 
seems as yet to have confined his experiments to some of 
the lowest species of animals. He exhibited a small, 
sightless newt, in which he alleged that he had developed 
eyes. Asa matter of fact, however, it was only a question 
of restoring vision which in the natural order had been 
lost through the creature’s habitat. The Frankenstein idea 
seems to attract some people; we prefer animals normally 


_ developed. The attempt to foist new organs upon them 
_by torture, or even extreme discomfort, is the out- 


come of a morbid spirit of curiosity, combined 
with a total lack of that reverence which every true 
scientist must feel for the manifestations of life and 
mind. As to the rubbish talked by Dr. Kammerer 
about improving the human race and ““superseding 
eugenics,” he and his kind are of all men the least fitted 
for the task. It is by spiritual influence, by the example 
and teachings of the great and good passed on to their 
own and succeeding generations, that mankind advances, 
and in that natural advance the individuality of the 
recipient plays its part as well as that of the giver. The 


_ idea that an improved human being could be created in 


(Lieut. - | 
The species and numbers of animals which | 


have been employed in the experiments referred to since 23rd __ 


February, 1922, are as follows: 


Cats 66 
Goats 48 
Guinea-pigs 118 
Mice 148 
Monkeys 23 
Rabbits 139 
Rats 209 


None of the experiments have consisted in dropping bombs con- 
taining poison gas among these animals. 
Mr. SHINWELL: Can the hon. and gallant Gentleman say 
how many of these animals were killed in the process ? 
Lieut.-Colonel GUINNESS: I could not do that without 
notice, but the ordinary provisions in regard to experiments on 
animals apply in these cases. They are always under an anesthetic 


if it is in any way possible, and they are destroyed as soon as the | : g 
| esting’? experiments. 


objects of the experiments have been attained. 


the laboratory is as blasphemous as it is impossible of 
realisation. 
Experiments in Poisoning. 

The Dublin Evening Herald of April 2 relates how Dr. 
Charles Richet, at the last meeting of the Academy of 
Sciences in Paris, ‘“‘presented the results of certain 


_ experiments conducted on guinea-pigs by MM. Ganalon 


and Saritinoise to elucidate the question of organic 
resistance to certain violent poisons.” 

Nothing appears to have been gained by poisoning 
and half-poisoning guinea-pigs, though it is claimed 
that the well-known fact that King Mithridates accus- 
tomed himself to poisons till they had little effect upon 
him (which has been substantiated over and over again 
by similar experiences on the part of many other human 
beings) is explained more to the satisfaction of the vivi- 
sector. These are described not as useful but as “inter- 
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Starving Spleenless Dogs. 


What do those who protest that there is no cruelty 
in vivisection say to the deliberate starvation of dogs for 
thirty days in a laboratory? 

The object of this cruel experiment, performed by 
Dr. Charles Richet and communicated to the Academy 
‘of Sciences in Paris last month, was to see whether the 

‘spleen was useful. He first cut out the spleen of 
some of the dogs. He found that the mortality among 
the spleenless dogs was 27 per cent., while all the five 
dogs that had not been mutilated survived. 

Any man of common sense would have expected the 
. deprivation of an organ to produce weakness, which would 
/ make the subject fall more readily a victim to starvation 
than would another that had not been so injured. It is 
almost incredible that such senseless and cruel experi- 
ments should be permitted in any European country in 
the twentieth century. 

Of the survivors, it was found that the spleenless dogs 
had lost more in weight than the normal ones. Professor 
Richet’s conclusion from all this barbarity is that “‘the 
spleen is not an indispensable organ of the human body, 
although it probably is useful!” 

We have obtained our information about this latest 
French atrocity from a ‘“‘Special Cable to the Mail and 
Empire,”’ Toronto, which is marked “‘copyright.”’ 


More American Cruelties. 


We continue to receive revolting details of the cruelties 
committed in American laboratories. There is little 
doubt that the same kind of experimentation exists in 
our own, but we do not get the same frank descriptions 
from British vivisectors. Let us never forget that serious 
animal suffering is vehemently denied by the vivisectors 
of all countries; we can only judge by the record of their 
deeds. 

In The Journal of Experimental Medicine, February 1, 
1923, appears an article entitled ‘“‘Chloride Retention in 
Experimental Hydronephrosis. (From the Department 
of Urology of the Johns Hopkins Hospital, Baltimore, 
Md., and the Division of Medicine of Mayo Clinic, 
Rochester, Minn.)”’ 

As usual, a number of animals were subjected to the 
experiment. Let us quote :— 

‘“Female dogs were used exclusively, because of the 
ease of catheterization. . In the first few experi- 
ments, when measured amounts of water were given by 


mouth as a medium for salt administration, vomiting | 


often occurred and the results were not satisfactory. 
In the later experiments neither food nor water was allowed 
by mouth and sodium chloride was given subcutaneously, 
daily. . . . Hydronephrosis was produced by applying 
rubber bands around both ureters.’’ [These vessels 
convey the urine from the kidney to the bladder.| 

‘In dog 6 there was practically a total suppression of 
Bie pan, Dog 6 died of peritonitis before complete 
restoration to normal function had taken place.” 

‘Dog 6” was under experimentation from January 22 
to February 28. Another dog had the ureters obstructed 
from February 19—22. 

“In one experiment (Dog 9, Table IV.) studies in 
chloride metabolism were carried out on five occasions 
for periods of from three to four days. 


istered subcutaneously asoutlined. . . . 
of this experiment in April, in which renal function had 
been impaired for five months and marked anatomic 


_ other causes). 
Food was not | 
given, and sodium chloride [7.¢. salt] and water were admin. © 
Thus at the end | 
_ to all who traffic in it, even if it kills some of those who 
_ are treated with it. 


changes had developed in the kidneys, the chloride 
metabolism ...and the total urinary output was 
normal.” 

Can anybody deny that these dogs, deprived of all food 
for three or four days, suffering from the abnormal obstruc- 
tion of an important function and submitted to repeated 
injections of salt, would suffer the utmost misery? Yet 
Mr. Ernest Harold Baynes is allowed to throw dust in the 
eyes of the American public by his published portrait 
of one apparently quite healthy and happy dog, whom 


_ he introduces as the representative“ victim” of vivisection. 


The Dogs’ Bill. 
The following extract concerning the Dogs’ Bill is 
from Justice of the Peace of March 17. We endorse the 


logical views expressed. 
The subject of vivisection is an extremely contentious and debat- 


| able one, and the measure is certain to be strongly opposed. 


Dogs play so great a part in the life of mankind that there is a 
very natural objection to their being subjected to scientific experi- 
ment, but we confess that it seems to us that the subject of vivi- 
section should be dealt with as a whole, and not with regard to 
any particular animal. Whether vivisection is a beneficent or 
an objectionable practice is not for us to say, but, assuming it to 
be objectionable, the effect of the passing of a measure such as 
this would be to postpone the consideration of the question of 
vivisection itself, and we know of no real reason why dogs should 
be given preferential treatment over other animals which do not 
happen to come into such intimate relationship with man. 

There is no doubt that the question of vivisection requires to 
be gone into and elucidated to the layman, and it may be, if this 
Bill receives full discussion, that the knowledge of the public 
on this difficult but very important subject will be considerably 
increased. 


Insane Ideas about Insanity. 

“Insanity due to Germ-potsoning; Popular Theory of 
Hereditary and Family Transmission given Denial” is the 
comprehensive statement utilised in the form of bold 
headlines by the Montreal Gazette of April 30. The 
above, it seems, is the opinion of Dr. John W. Draper, 
surgical expert at the State Hospital for the Insane at 
Trenton, N.J. Experience would not bear out his theory, 
even had he succeeded in finding the microbe of insanity. 

The germ theory seems to make its devotees blind to 
facts; their fixed ideas and the wild notions centering 
round them are no better than similar freaks of the intellect 
which cause the internment of those officially certified as 
insane. 


Antitoxin Profiteering. 


The New York Herald of January 30 reported that about 
200 druggists have been defrauding the city by falsifying 
the ‘‘free distribution slips’ and pretending that they 
have supplied to doctors more antitoxin than they 
actually have done, the surplus being retained for sale. 
The Health Commissioner, Dr. Copeland, expressed the 
extraordinary view that ‘‘even though the city were 
swindled out of 25,000 dollars a year, it was better to 
have free stations so antitoxins might be easily available.” 
He admitted that it had been known for some time that 
petty pilfering was going on—“ it was difficult to prevent.” 
But he “pointed to the great decrease in the diphtheria 
death-rate”’ (which, if it exists at all, is certainly due to 
Thus, not content with allowing the 
serum manufacturers to exploit the public, this Health 
Official appears to condone the additional endowment of 
dishonest chemists! Antitoxin certainly brings profit 
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Public Protest against Toxin~Antitoxin, 

The Boston Post of April 12 had a long report under the 
heading ‘‘Walk out at Parley on Health.” It stated: 

“Fully half of an audience of 300 present last night at the 
health meeting, called by the Brookline Medical Society, in the 
auditorium of the new Brookline High School, got up and walked 
out when the chairman, Health Officer Dr. Francis P. Denny, 
refused to hear protests against the use of diphtheria toxin- 
antitoxin in the public schools. 


After Dr. B. T. White, director of the laboratories of 
the State Department of Health, had spoken, Mr. Henry 
D. Munn, acting as counsel for the Medical Liberty 
League, asked to be allowed to present the other side of 
the case. “Apparently the interruption was entirely 
unexpected,’’ says the report; needless to say, neither 
Dr. White nor the chairman felt capable of enduring 
anything so terrible as criticism, so permission was 
refused, with the result given above. 

‘‘The defection spread, until from all parts of the room, people 
got up with the utmost politeness and Silently strode away. 

“Chairman Denny went on with his remarks, as though the 
audience was not slipping away so fast that he would soon be 
talking only to the night watchman and reporters.” 

We can well imagine the scene. Like all the propaganda 
of our own Research Defence Society, the laudation of 
every new antitoxin demands ex-cathedra pronouncements 
in the presence of entirely uncritical audiences as the 
first essential. 


Cheap Sneers, Beret 

The Journal of the American Medical Association is 
still perturbed over Dr. Hadwen’s speeches in America, 
as evidenced by the following, which appeared on April 21, 
1923—six months after his visit! The calculated scorn of 
the pronouncement from a medical point of view is quite 
on a par with the indecorous language used in describing 
a qualified practitioner who, were he not an anti. 
vivisectionist, would, as such, be sacrosanct. It is the 
language of the medical student covering the method of 
the vivisectionist, who finds sneering easier than answer- 
ing. Not a word of the statement reproduced from 
Dr. Hadwen’s speech can be controverted, for the evidence 
of cases of tuberculosis fully establishes his view. 

ANTI-VIVISECTIONIST SCIENCE. 

To the few physicians who troubled to hear the addresses of 
Dr. (save the mark) Walter R. Hadwen, when he lectured on 
anti-vivisection in this country, no comment is necessary as to 
his complete disqualification to speak on any scientific medical 
subject. For the vast majority who, of course, did not trouble 
to listen to the maunderings of this ancient spokesman for the 
anti-vivisection cause, the following quotation from the Starry 
Cross, published under the auspices of the American Anti- 
vivisection Society, will accurately define his knowledge. He was 
asked : 

“What do you advise for one who has germs in the lungs— 
consumption? Please give some points on this question from 
one present who is worried about the dread disease.” 

Answer: ‘‘The germs—the tubercle bacilli—you have in your 
lungs are there for the purpose of splitting up the solid tuberculous 
matter in order to get rid of it. These germs are never found 
in the primary stage of the disease. They are not found in 50 per 
cent of the ultimate stages of the disease. They are found during 
the process of splitting up, and they are the best friends you can 
possibly have. Don’t you worry yourself one bit about getting 
rid of them. It is like people who drink this pasteurized milk 
which is certified to contain only a limited number of germs— 
you need not worry, drink your milk cold, and the more germs 
there are in it the better it will be for you. As to the question 
of tuberculosis, practically everybody suffers more or less from 
it at some time in their lives.’ I have seen the most extreme 
cases of tuberculosis, where they have vomited quarts of blood, 
where they have vomited quarts of sputum, and then have got 
well and had children afterwards. Never give up a case of tuber- 
culosis, and don’t worry yourself about germs.” 

This reply is typically Hadwennian. It would be funny if 
the subject were not so tragically serious. It was Goethe who 
said: “Nothing is more dangerous than active ignorance.” 


Hog Cholera Serum. 


Great claims are made for sera and vaccines in dealing 
with the diseases of animals, but it is common knowledge 
that farmers and the more enlightened veterinarians are 
anything but satisfied with them. In Orchard and Farm, a 
Los Angeles paper, there appeared recently a noté entitled 
“Is Hog Cholera Really Conquered ?” from which we quote: 

Without reflecting in any way upon the scientific achievements 
and broad-minded policies of American hog cholera serum manu- 
facturers, many leading breeders, feeders and buyers of hogs are 
asking, “‘Is hog cholera really under control? ‘Are its ravages 
decreasing ?” 

Some even go so far as to maintain that any decrease in the 
death-rate has been due to improved methods of care, feeding and 
sanitation, rather than vaccination. 

And others are certain that vaccination is killing as many hogs 
as the disease. 

As for the latter contention, it may be dismissed with the state- 
ment that hogs are not killed by the use of good serum, properly 
administered. These desirable factors, unfortunately, do not 
always obtain; some deaths, therefore, have resulted. 

But the feeling is general that serum has not accomplished all 
that was expected of it. What are the reasons? 

The apologetic tone adopted towards the serum pro- 
ducers shows that this paper is, to say the least, not 
biassed against inoculation; and this is further proved 
by the efforts made to account for its failure. It is 
suggested that the hogs may have been attacked by some 
other disease, closely resembling cholera, upon which 
the serum can have no effect! But with all this theorising, 
the one fact that stands out clearly is that the serum is 
useless and sometimes dangerous. This information 
should be valuable to our Californian friends, since their 
last defeat at the poll was due chiefly to the frenzied 
efforts of the vivisectors to prove that, if anti-vivisection 
had its way, agricultural interests would be ruined 
through the withholding of serum for this and similar 
diseases. 


Another ‘' Schick.’’ 


Dr. Wassermann, whose “test” for syphilis is as 
unreliable as it is filthy and absurd, has now started the 
idea of testing everybody to see whether “latent active 
tuberculosis’? exists in the body. This, of course, is on 
the lines of the Schick test for diphtheria, and should 
prove a gold mine to the diagnosing doctors. He proposes 
that his test should be ‘applied generally in schools”’ 
(Philadelphia Ledger, March 10). Most people, he says, 
“acquire incipient tuberculosis in childhood,” so that it 
looks as if every school might come to be regarded as a 
sanatorium for consumptives. The germ-maniacs, not 
content with treating diseases, must needs claim to 
“prevent” them by inoculations; now they go a step 
further, and impose still more inoculations, in order to 
“discover” persons whom they can frighten into treatment 
by informing them that they have the latent seeds of 
disease in them! These people never “think health” 
but always “think disease,” and are doing their best to 
create a race of neurotic cowards. 


Eleven Million Tubes of Lymph. 


It is officially stated that 11,000,000 tubes of glycerin- 
ated calf lymph were issued during the war. How many 
calves must have suffered tortures to produce so much 
“caged filth’? No wonder the purveyors of vaccine 
lymph are straining every nerve to prevent the dis- 
establishment and disendowment of their industry. 
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A TOUR THROUGH CANADA and the STATES. 
| Reminiscences and Reflections. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


(Continued from May.) 


T was eleven o’clock on the morning of November 7 

é when I bade farewell to “‘The City of the 
mg Angels” and to the devoted and inspiring 

a friends I had had the privilege of meeting 
-F =i *# there, and turned my face to the East. A 
; {| November morning in England is usually 
something to make one squirm as one 
KY jumps out of bed to plunge into a cold 
bu bath. But notso here; it was like an English 
. midsummer day, and I revelled in the in- 
vigorating cold shower bath before starting. 
But as I looked along the corridor of my railway com- 
partment I wished the Americans were as fond of fresh air 
as Iam! Every window was jammed tight; and, as a 
tule, if you want the window of an American railway 
carriage opened you have to call the negro “‘boy”’ to 
fetch his iron lever and do it for you. 

There is no straining of necks out of windows and 
waving of handkerchiefs till the last shadow of parting 
friends is lost to view, as is the case in England; no, 
when you have mounted the stool placed for you on the 
roadway and then climbed three or four more steps to 
reach your carriage—so unlike the convenient English 
fashion of platforms raised to the level of the carriages— 
you have no alternative but at once to turn your back on 
your friends and search for your reserved seat. Within a 
few minutes a couple of elegantly uniformed inspectors 
wait upon you for your ticket, which, unlike the little bit 
of English pasteboard, is a long, long strip of thin paper 
stamped with all the principal stations you pass through, 
with perforations between each; this extraordinary and, 
in my opinion, complicated system takes some getting 
used to. 


TRAIN TRAVEL IN AMERICA. 


Directly the inspectors have left you, a boy in uniform 
comes along calling out the morning papers. He has to 
traverse the whole train, which seems a quarter of a mile 
long at least. By the time he has finished his jaunt 
backwards and forwards, it is time for him to start again, 
when he brings chocolates, sweets, oranges and all sorts 
of other inviting comestibles for ravenous customers at 
ruinous prices. On the next occasion he will come down 
the corridor with magazines and novels—some of them, 
a bit ancient and worn, that passengers have left behind 
on their seats; but for all he charges at full price—and 
as by that time the newspapers are done with, these 
additional literary productions are welcomed by those 
who have a long journey in front of them. Later on the 
raucous voice with its nasal accent will be heard once 
again, as the youngster with the same imperturbable 
and self-complacent air comes by with ices, biscuits and 
a few other odds and ends, probably winding up with a 
final tour of picture post-cards and illustrated guides. 

The passenger can himself walk the whole length of the 
train, and at the rear is a comfortable drawing-room with 
a library and writing table and luxurious chairs; and 
beyond this again is an observation car, where half-a- 
dozen can sit on a platform in the open-air at the extreme 


end of the train and scan the country as the huge locomo- 
tive passes through it. This is where I spent most of 
my time. I generally found some fellow-traveller who 
knew the route and could give me information concerning 
the surrounding country, and thus I was able to ‘‘ improve 
the shining hours”? on what would otherwise have seemed 
a wearisome journey. The interest Americans take in a 
stranger, especially an Englishman, is colossal; but they 
are, as a rule, as communicative as they are inquisitive, 
so we got on very well together. I became quite 
enamoured of their candour, and I think they equally 
appreciated mine. 

It was getting late in the afternoon when we bade 
farewell to California, and I kissed my hand to it reluct- 
antly. I had rejoiced in its giant snow-capped mountains 
and its fertile plains, its multitudinous palms and pepper 
trees, its endless orchards and fruit groves, its well- 
watered lawns of green turf skirting the exquisite flower- 
covered and tree-shaded bungalows that presented every 
variety of architectural beauty. I found an additional 
interest even in 
the great iron 
standards that 
covered ) the 
“gasolene wells,” 
which in some 
parts of Cali- 
fornia are very 
numerous, and 
supplied last 
year no less than 
139 millions of 
barrels of petrol. 

To find my- 
self suddenly 
plunged into the 
wild deserts of 
Arizona, afterall 
this, seemed almost tragic, so great was the contrast. 
There is no sameness for the American traveller. The 
country is as wonderful and varied as its inhabitants, 
and in a six thousand miles land journey the experiences 
are aS numerous and changing as they are startling and 
picturesque. It was a wonderful experience to gaze 
hour after hour into the immense distance along the 
white level ground of the Arizona desert, with its 
millions of tufts of sage brush and its flanking of great 
mountains on the far horizon. Those vast regions are 
waiting to be reclaimed by brother Jonathan, and as soon 
as he can get his irrigating processes to work he will 
convert it into a paradise. 

But the unchanging scenery became monotonous after 
a time, for there was nothing to break its uniformity; 
the heat was great even at that time of year, and the wind 
blew up clouds of sand which found its way, in spite of 
tightly closed doors and windows, into every crevice. 
One became thirsty and hot and tired, and glad to turn 
into bed as soon as Sambo had metamorphosed the sitting 


neoTys Y 
“a bn 

a eh Om 
say = 


Vas 

wh 
ae 
, 


Oil Wells of Southern California. 


88 


compartment into a sleeping-berth. Those who have read 
my “‘First Impressions of America”’ will get some idea as 
to what these weird contrivances are like. I can only 
hope that American inventive genius will one day turn 
its attention in that direction, for American railway 
sleeping accommodation is an abomination. 

When I looked out next morning through the carriage 
window I found it was still desert. 
it all night, and the sun blazed down on the white floor 
as it does in Egypt, only there was no distant caravan 
gracefully wending its serpentine course—nothing, nothing 
but sage brush. 

But in a few hours a change became noticeable. We 
were nearing the borders of civilization; the mountains 
drew closer, signs of cultivation appeared, farm lands 
and farm houses cropped up, big ponds and irrigation 
works were passed, browsing cattle came into view, 
immense tracts of vegetation of all kinds covered the 
soil—we had at last entered the Mormon State of Utah, 
and by midday the train steamed into Salt Lake City. 

I had ‘‘done”’ Salt Lake City on my first visit to 
America, but I wanted to have another look at it, and I 
now had several hours at my command to do my sight- 
seeing. 

I lost no time in depositing my “‘grips”’ (the American 
for suit cases), and, hiring a taxi, I steered for the Mormon 
headquarters, where I wanted to buy a “‘ Book of Mormon” 
and take another glance at their sacred buildings and very 
interesting Museum. I went over the immense Taber- 


nacle again (the Temple is sacrosanct, no ‘‘Gentile” is | 
allowed to enter) and I tested once more its marvellous | 


acoustic properties, listened to an address by a Mormon 
elder to a congregation of visitors, and, by way of gaining 


information, asked him publicly a few questions, all of | 


which he readily answered. 

I then took another taxi to the Capitol—-a marvellous 
building. Its marble pillars and marble decorations and 
general arrangements are a credit to the architects and 
to the enterprise of the people who supplied the funds for 
such an elaborate structure. From the height on which it 
stands a splendid bird’s-eye view of the whole city is 
obtained. Within its walls is contained every possible 
relic of the old pioneers—their carts, their primitive 
ox-waggons, their weapons, their dresses, ornaments, 


We had been crossing © 
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and all the paraphernalia of the early days when Brigham | 


Young “spied out the land” and made a “‘ desert to blossom 
as the rose.” 

I have a great admiration for Brigham Young, in spite 
of the fact that he broke the conventionalities of society 
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by marrying nineteen wives. He was a carpenter by 
trade but a genius by birth. I cannot say that from an 
esthetic point of view his architectural elevations would 
gain first prize in a beauty contest, but he was certainly 
original and possessed of remarkable organizing power. 
The city, as arranged to-day, is just as he planned it 
when it was nothing but a desert on the banks of the 
Great Salt Lake, and though the religious creed with its 
story of the revelations of Moroni to Joe Smith and the 
hidden gold plates on the mountain of Cumorah is, in 
my opinion, so much nonsense, yet there is no gainsaying 
the fact that the Mormons are the best farmers in America. 
They are an earnest, steady people who drink neither 
alcoholic liquors, tea nor coffee, nor do they smoke 
tobacco, and everyone who has dealings with them 
acknowledges their probity. 

I feel annoyed when I read the periodical attacks made 
upon them during the sea-serpent and big gooseberry 
season by newspapers such as the Daily Mail; they are 
invariably without foundation. The fact is, the Mormons 
have made an Eldorado of: the State of Utah, and people 
are crowding there from all quarters to share the spoils 
of their victory over a barren waste and are gradually 
ousting the original possessors and cultivators from their 


| vantage ground. The latter are, therefore, compelled in 
| self-defence to win fresh converts to their faith, in order 


that their political status may be retained. The Roman 
Catholics especially are running them very close. To say 
that they come over to England (whence they derive 
most of their converts) in order to secure young women to 
add to the harem of some rich Mormon elder is false. Not 
only is plurality of wives contrary to the law of the 
United States and severely punished, but the Mormons 
themselves excommunicate anyone who breaks the 
Church’s law of monogamy. 

I had a long conversation with a Mormon lady whose 
mother had been one of five wives of a Mormon elder. 
She said that in those early days, when they were per- 
secuted on all hands, it was a case of “‘increase and 
multiply,’’ and she quoted Old Testament patriarchs as 
examples of the custom they instituted. The wives 
fully entered into the circumstances, and her mother 
had told her that all were perfectly happy among their 
children in their separate establishments, but that there 
is not now a case of even bigamy known to the Church 
throughout the whole State. They have a marvellous 
organization for visiting and watching over the interests 
of their people, and as each gives a tithe of his earnings 
to the Church, it is the wealthiest Church in the world, 


and poverty is unknown in the State. 
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I questioned areas) leaders qe on nae and on my 
former visit as to their position regarding vivisection, 
vaccination and other cognate subjects. They said many 
were opposed to such practices, but there was no rule of 
the Church concerning them. I found them so governed 
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by the spirit of Church Authority and so wrapped up in — 


the prosecution of their particular religious tenets and in 
the theoretical and industrial training of their young 
(which is carried to a very high pitch in their schools) 
that they appeared inclined to trouble themselves about 
little else, unless it be their political status. 
interested, however, in seeing in the columns of the 


_ chief Salt Lake City daily paper, forwarded me some ten 
_ days after my visit, a large portrait of myself and a column 


extract of a speech I had delivered in Los Angeles. 

The principal doctrine held by the Mormons is that 
“the glory of God is intelligence”; salvation appears to 
be with them a progressive thing which is proportionate 


I was — 
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showed that he was trembling pith fees and _ terror- 
stricken was echoing the words of Byron :— 
“The Assyrian came down like a wolf on the fold, 
His cohorts were gleaming in purple and gold . . .” 
And yet the only forces against him were Mr. Whitehead 
himself and one or two stalwart friends. It could be said 
of these brave few as was said of the Apostle Paul and his 
companion in an earlier day: ‘‘ These men have turned the 
world upside down.’’ Hundreds of thousands of dollars 
were spent by the Medical Associations, Insurance 
Societies and wholesale manufacturers of vaccines and 


' serums in their efforts to defeat the Denver Horatius. 


_ to the knowledge which a man gains, and the more know- | 


ledge he gains in this life the greater advantage will he 
secure in the next. Hence education is a prime necessity. 

I left Salt Lake City by the Rio Grande Railway for 
St. Louis in the State of Missouri, crossing the Rocky 
Mountains in Colorado, 10,000 feet above sea level. To 
describe the thrilling scenery would be an impossibility ; 
the Royal Gorge, with its towering rocks, huge crevasses, 
rushing rivers, spider-like bridges over which the train 
crossed, the dizzy heights we scaled and the awe-inspiring 
chasms we passed, would need a more powerful pen than 
mine to do it justice. One or two sketches may help the 
imagination to conceive its fearsome grandeur and 
majestic beauty. 

It was indeed a very wonderful day spent among the 
mountains along the Rio Grande. 
sometimes along the edge of giant precipices, then over 
slender-looking bridges with yawning chasms underneath, 
all providing one with plenty of ‘“‘thrills” on this journey 
through wild and romantic scenery. 

THE ANTI-VIVISECTION FIGHT IN COLORADO. 

It was just getting dusk when we steamed into Denver, 


The great train crawled | 


The utmost borders of the State were literally swamped 
with lying literature and ridiculous medical and veterin- 
ary claims—even in remote spots which our friends with 
their small forces and limited funds could not possibly 
reach; and it was simply wonderful that they scored as 
heavily as they did. They succeeded in striking fear 
into the soul of the enemy and drawing the whole of his 
big guns out into the arena. If anything, the fright which 
our friends caused in the opposing ranks and the excite- 
ment they produced among them were even greater than 
in California. In the latter State, I am confident, from 
what I heard on all hands, our foes had feared the worst, 
and really believed they had lost, and were greatly 
depressed in consequence. One prominent medical 
man declared when the struggle was over and the 
figures announced, ‘‘ Well, we have won this time, but we 
had better give it up, the anti-vivisectionists are deter- 
mined to win, and you may depend upon it they wll 
win in spite of all we may do to defeat them.” 

I found Mr. Whitehead by no means depressed. It 
would have been strange if he had been. He had proved 
himself to be a leader and fighter; and to be a leader and 
fighter, a man must be an optimist. No leader ever yet 
won a battle by dwelling on the dark side of things; a 
true optimist will hope bravely for the best, but be 


_ prepared for the worst, which he will know how to take 


the capital of Colorado—‘‘ The Queen City of the Plains’ — | 


which sits upon her throne one mile above the level of 
the sea, from which vantage point she commands a view 


of more than 200 miles of the wild range of the Rocky | 


Mountains. Colorado possesses five times as many 
mountain peaks of 14,000 and 10,000 feet in height as 
does Switzerland. Whatever other countries can do, 
Uncle Sam can always go one better! 

At Denver, I had to change for St. Louis, and here I 
was to receive a telegram from Mrs. Wright to say how the 
election had gone in California. Mr. Whitehead and 
Dr. Bates (a lady doctor) met me at the station and handed 
me the expected telegram, which I anxiously tore open. 
**Defeated—but not so badly,’’ was the laconic message. 

The friends who met me had also had a similarly 
bitter fight throughout Colorado—appealing to the people, 
as in California, on a Referendum—for the Abolition of 
Vivisection. They had been heavily beaten—far more 
heavily than had been the case in California, but it had 
been an almost single-handed fight against most powerful 
odds. The bitterness which had been evinced in the 
editorial columns of the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, and the almost frantic appeals to medical men 


throughout the State of Colorado to leave no stone unturned | [| 
were absolutely | 


to defeat the Anti-vivisectionists, 
amusing in their pathos. One might have supposed that 
our forces were as widespread as the snow on the peaks 
of the Colorado mountains; every effort of the enemy 


if it come. The sure road to victory in a fight is assured 
confidence in the righteousness of the cause, and con- 
viction that “truth is great and it must prevail.” Mr. 
Whitehead has sown much seed in Colorado, he has 
proved himself to be a force, he has stood his ground 
against a withering storm of opposition, and risen above 
circumstances; the future lies with him and not with his 
enemies. 

All that night and all next day we steamed on through 
the remaining part of Colorado and over the State of 
Nebraska, across hundreds of miles of cornfields. The 
illimitable range of these corn forests is inconceivable to 
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the mere imagin- 
ation. Vast areas 
were still stand- 
ing waiting to be 
cut— elsewhere 
were miles upon 
miles of young 
corn, looking 


tie be 
eight months 
later. When we 
reached. St . 
Joseph we had 
three hours to 
stay, and with 
an American 
travelling com- 
panion I wan- 
dered over this 
big city, which 
fifty years ago 
consisted of a 
few wooden 
Indian huts, the 
headquarters of 
brigands. Here we dined, and after another night in 
the rumbling, jerking train across a corner of Kansas 
State, arrived at 7 0’clock next morning at St. Louis. 

Miss Mitchell, with her nephew, met me in her car and 
drove me to her beautiful home, where I received the 
warmest of welcome and hospitality. Directly after 
breakfast the inevitable newspaper interviewer called 
and wanted copy for the evening paper; she was a smart 
American woman who gripped the points like magic. 
Miss Mitchell then took me for a drive to see all the lions 
of the city. The chief attraction was the Zoo. A visit 
to a zoo usually makes my heart ache; I cannot bear to 
see wild animals brought from their native wilds and 
cooped up in cages, but I must confess the conditions 
here were a great improvement upon the ordinary state of 
things in a zoo. There was plenitude of space and the 
surroundings for the respective animals were so con- 
structed as to resemble, as far as possible, their natural 
open-air habitats. 

On my return another newspaper interview took place 
over the telephone, and very interesting reports were 
published. A meeting of officials and members was 
arranged at the house for the afternoon at 2.30, and about 
thirty came together, chiefly to ask questions and to get 
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difficulties solved. They had been doing some splendid | 


work in preventing lost and stray dogs from being handed 
over to the vivisectors for experiment, and all seemed to 
be full of enthusiasm. The President, Mrs. Goodwin, 
is a very able woman and exceedingly zealous in the 
Cause, and several of the Committee showed particular 
intelligence on the subject. Indeed, they were a company 
of intellectuals above the average. I was very glad to 
meet amongst them Mr. Blue, an old pioneer of the 
American Anti-Vaccination movement, which com- 
menced in 1882, and we had an interesting talk together 
over old times. I sat in a Chair of State in the big 
drawing-room with the friends gathered round, and one 
question led to another until a very interesting meeting 
was concluded. 

We then adjourned to the next room for refreshments. 
A huge cake was on the table—a Birthday Cake—as this 
was the commencement of the new Society for the 


like green grass, | 
reaped | 


'to Baltimore. 


Abolition of Vivisection. I had to make the first cut! 
And so the meeting was practially continued amid a buzz 
of happy conversation. 

After dinner, we gathered at the Women’s Club in the 
city for a public meeting, which was filled by a particu- 
larly interesting and keen audience. It lasted altogether 
a couple of hours, and considerable enthusiasm was 
manifested, especially at question time. Among the 
audience was a clergyman—the Rev. Robert Atchison— 
who had been speaking boldly from the pulpit against 
vivisection, and since then has preached a very powerful 
sermon upon the subject, a copy of which he forwarded 
to me. 

I was rung up by several inquirers early next morning, 
and a couple of ladies called for interviews. At 12 0’clock 
I bade my warm-hearted hostess farewell and trained for 
Washington, D.C. 

Although the Anti-vivisectionists at St. Louis are a 
very brilliant company, Miss Mitchell is “the power 
behind the throne.” A gentle, unassuming little lady, 
almost diffident in her manner, and keeping herself 
quietly in the background whilst urging others to the 
front, she, nevertheless, holds the reins of government; 
she is in deadly earnest, knows all the ins and outs of the 
movement, has a grip of all controversial points, watches 
with lynx-eyed interest every movement of the enemy, 
and lives for what she knows to be right and true. Her 
time, talent, wealth, all go out for the Cause she has at 
heart. ‘‘Zealous in good works” is the keynote of her 
character; that would be acknowledged by friend and 
foe alike in St. Louis; and when the day comes for a 
monument to be erected to her memory, the most appro- 
priate inscription thereon would be: ‘‘She hath done what 
she could.”’ No higher testimony than that can be 
reached by anybody—how few of us come up to it! 

Another twenty-four hours in the train, and at one 
o’clock next day I reached the beautiful city of Marble 
Palaces, where the President lives. Here the high affairs 
of this great nation are transacted within the walls of the 
magnificent Capitol, which lifts its head above all else 
upon the hill by the historic Potomac River. I had but 
little time to spare here on this, my second visit to 
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Washington, for I 
was lecturing next 
evening and was 
to proceed the 
following morning 


Mrs. Vitale, the 
kind, energetic 
secretary, took me 
in hand directly 
after my arrival 
and watched over 
me like amother, 
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guiding me everywhere, and relieving me of all 
responsibility; I have the happiest recollections of my 


previous visit, when in the same kind, generous way she | 
_ carried away with excitement, for partizan feeling ran 


looked after my interests. 


One of the most earnest, hardworking and generous men | 
| among the audience at the expense of some medical men 


| present—some of the lay audience being particularly 


in the movement at Washington is Mr. J. P. Briggs. 
Morning, noon and night, I believe he never ceases to 


plan what he can do for animals, to whom he is so | 
_ such as characterised my first visit to Washington, and I 


devotedly attached. He is a State official, but all his 


spare time is given unstintingly to the work, and he isa | 
ceaseless correspondent with fellow-workers all over the | 
_ Factory, and of the arguments used by Col. Gilchrist and 
_ others, in my article on the subject in the February issue 


States; he is held in the highest esteem by every worker 
in America. 


I dined next day with the Rev. Dr. Smith, who is well | 


known in America as an ardent humanitarian worker, and | 


who does not hesitate fearlessly to espouse our cause from | 
| army, naval, and civil officials with their wives and 


his pulpit. I met at dinner Senator and Mrs. Myers and 
other friends. The Senator has for years presented the 
Dogs’ Bill before the Legislature, and it was through him 
that I appeared before the Senate on my last visit. I am 
sorry to say he is retiring from public life and will be 
greatly missed. 

Mr. Logan came down from Philadelphia the same 
evening in order to go on with me to Baltimore. The 


lecture was held in the public library and the hall was | 


packed. Many doctors and students were present; also 
Col. Gilchrist, with other military medical men, came 
down, together with lecturing professors of the University. 

I had obtained official leave to go over the Poison Gas 
factory next day, and Col. Gilchrist, who held a pro- 
minent position on the staff, came to the meeting, by 
special request, apparently to hear what I had to say and 
to defend, if necessary, the Government action in relation 
to this matter. Dr. Smith, who presided, asked him to 
speak when I had finished my address, and Dr. Kober, 
a physiological professor, also spoke, repeating several 


no attention to my answer, which he seemed incapable of 
grasping. At times, the meeting was to some extent 


rather high, especially when cross-questioning began 


smart—but there was no lack of courtesy or rowdyism, 


think it may be considered a very successful gathering. 
As I gave a full description of my visit to the Poison-Gas 


of the ABOLITIONIST, I need not refer to them aga n. 
Washington being essentially a centre of political 
and personal ambition, a city composed of some 100,000 


families, together with about 90,000 negroes and the 
necessary tradespeople to satisfy the needs of the whole, 
one does not expect much evidence of progress, whether in 
humanitarianism or anything else. A Government 
never goes before the people who elect it, but usually 
lags a long way behind; it would require an earthquake 
shock to make a Government take the lead of the electorate 
by so much as five yards in front. The object of a Govern- 
ment is to compromise everywhere; to play fast and loose 
with principles, and bring circumlocution to a fine art, 
until it gets a “‘shove’”’ on by the people who invested it 
with power. Hence I do not think it remunerative to 
waste much time or money over either Washington or 
Westminster; it is better to educate the people, and when 
legislators discover that a question means votes they will 
give some sort of respect to the question; but until then 
we must not expect a political conscience to be any more 
elastic than the polling booth. 
[These Articles commenced in January]. 


(To be continued .) 


adn Interested Dropaganda. 


vaccination as a preventive of smallpox. What 

we doubt is that they have studied the subject. 
But we think that nothing but financial interests could 
inspire a propaganda that consists of wild exaggeration. 
Such a propaganda is at present going on in support of 
vaccination, and the wire-pullers evidently hope thereby 
to secure the re-introduction of compulsion. 

If it were only a case of some natural alarm felt by 
general practitioners, in places where smallpox has 
occurred, it is not conceivable that cables would be sent 
to America, suggesting that England is being swept by 
avirulent epidemic. Clearly this is a case of unscrupulous 
propaganda in a country sufficiently far away to be 
deceived. The following appeared in the Montreal Star 
of April 27 :— 


SMALLPOX EPIDEMIC IN MIDLAND COUNTIES. 


Prejudice Against Vaccination is Blamed for Spread of 
Disease. 

London, April 26—(British United Press Cable).—Due appar- 
ently to the development of a prejudice against vaccination, 
smallpox is spreading rapidly and dangerously through the 
Northern and Midland Counties. The local doctors are demanding 
the passage of some measure of compulsion with regard to vaccina- 
tion and this move is receiving considerable support, but it is felt 
that it would be exceedingly difficult to carry out such a measure 
in this country of liberty of thought and action and extreme 
individualism. 


\ , YE do not doubt that many doctors ‘‘believe’’ in 


Apart from the ridiculous allegation of ‘‘danger’’ from 
a disease which has ceased to provide a serious death-rate, 
what can be said of the mentality of those who can suggest 
that the outbreak of any disease is “‘due”’ to a “‘ prejudice”’ ? 
Vaccination is not, like eating or sleeping, a necessity of 
life; but these propagandists seem to assume that it is. 
The cause of smallpox, according to them, is the condition 
of not being vaccinated. And this stupid idea is held, 
in spite of the fact that people who are vaccinated get 
the disease. One despairs of the possibility of converting 
those who cannot reason. 

An excellent letter appeared in the Notts Journal of 
May 10 from the pen of Mr. Fraser Hewes, taking to task 
Dr. Parkinson, the M.O.H. for the Basford district, who 
seems to be one of those who are propagating the silly 
sensation about the prevalence of smallpox in certain 
parts of England. He quotes the Daily Chronicle of 
May 2, in which, on Dr. Parkinson’s authority, the 
conditions are described under the headlines: ‘‘ Ravaged 
for a Year by Smallpox. Town Imperilled Because People 
Refuse Vaccination.” Mr. Hewes points out that the 
cases are so mild that the doctor himself admits that they 
are often unrecognised. The Editor, in a footnote, 
supports Mr. “Hewes, writing: ‘‘[t seems incredible that 
anyone holding an authoritative position should behave 
in this foolish manner. If Dr. Parkinson is indulging 
im such grossly exaggerated statements he should be stopped.” 
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THE GENERAL PRACTITIONER. 


By FAIRLIE HARMAR. 


O one, except a devil, 
could approve of the 
vivisection of animals as 


cupation. 

This being so, I had 
often wondered why the 
large majority of 
doctors, especially the 
backbone of the _ pro- 
fession, the general prac- 
titioner, should appar- 
ently believe in it so 
wholeheartedly. There 
must be some _ over- 
powering reason behind it, for I was personally acquainted 
with many of them, and several were my friends and I 
felt sure that, as a class, they were not specially cruel, 
and were probably as fond of animals as other people. 
Some might even risk their lives to save their dogs or 
horses. NordidI think them money-grabbing materialists, 
who would uphold the administration of vaccines and 
serums, produced by the torture of animals, simply 
because they found it so lucrative. 

I had often attempted to question them about vivi- 
section, but they were always evasive, and seemed 
disinclined to continue the subject, so I at last determined 
to get up a public debate. Then, I thought, we should 
hear both sides, and perhaps discover why they considered 
vivisection justified. There was no lack of choice of 
doctor in my neighbourhood, but I first approached a 
man whom I knew to be of an enquiring turn of mind 
and who was accustomed to debate on various subjects, 
from medicines to mole-hills. 

I began somewhat diffidently by asking him if he 
approved of vivisection ? 

‘““Most assuredly,”’ he said, “‘the medical profession 
have learnt a lot by it.” 

“Would he then debate the question in public, and 
tell us what they had learnt ?”’ 

“Oh!” he said, “that would be quite impossible, for 
it would take far too long to go into the question thoroughly 
and see what there was to be said on both sides, and other- 
wise one might be made to look an awful fool.” 

I was disappointed, and felt that, in view of this admis- 
sion, his belief in vivisection was inconsistent, to say 
the least of it. 

However, there were plenty of other doctors, and I 
next tackled a young and energetic man who seemed 
inclined to debate, but first wished to test the genuineness 
of my opposition to vivisection by enquiring whether, 


if my child had severe diphtheria, I would permit anti- | 


toxin to be used, to save its life?—-evidently thinking 
it incontestable that vivisection could only be abolished 
at the expense of human life. 


x 


in itself a desirable oc- | 


JNote—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 


| 


I replied that as the death-rate from diphtheria, per 


_ population, had increased since anti-diphtheritic serum 


had been used, it merely added to my abhorrence of vivi- 
section, for it not only involved the torture of animals 
but might “‘do me in” as well, or at any rate lessen my 
chances, and I certainly wasn’t ‘‘taking any.” 

He seemed somewhat impressed, and took me into his 
study, where he got down some extremely hefty-looking 
books, but they didn’t appear to help him much, and 
he couldn’t deny that the death-rate had increased. 
He admitted there was “‘some’”’ point in what I said, and, 
strangely enough, seemed extraordinarily devoid of 
prejudice. His whole attitude appeared to be one of 
misplaced trust in authority; but unfortunately our 
discussion had had the effect of entirely putting him off 
debate, and I determined to be more careful in future 
not to show the strength of my hand prematurely. 


The next man J took on was a doctor at a large institution 
who seemed scared at the mere word ‘‘debate,’’ and had 
no articulate reasons for the faith that was in him. But 
I did obtain from him an admission that perhaps throws 
a good deal of light on the whole subject. He had dis- 
covered an objection to vaccination, though he still 
believed in it. He felt sure it “lowered the power of 
resistance” and no longer “‘suffered it gladly.” 

Perhaps here, then, I had stumbled unwittingly on 
the reason why all believers in vivisection and its horrible 
products avoid discussion and dislike debate. They 
succumb, be it in discourse or disease ! 

At any rate, another doctor whom I approached showed 
the same disinclination, and doubtless he, too, had been 
over-vaccinated. This one also had scruples about 
appearing on a public platform for fear he should unduly 
advertise himself. This, I thought, seemed likely, but 
not perhaps in the way he meant. 


I had by now become quite hopeless of finding anyone 
who would come out into the open and defend in public 
what he professed to believe in private, and I couldn’t 
go on indefinitely searching for the rare specimen who 
would boldly tell us why he believed in that abomination 
of abominations—vivisection. I hope, from the above, 
that it will not be thought that I accuse all doctors of 
being dishonest imposters, for, strange to say, I have 
sufficient respect left for them to believe that if the 
majority would go into the matter for themselves and 
look at things from both sides there would be very few 
in favour of vivisection, and these few would be either 
mad or bad. 

On the other hand, I consider that, where the issues 
are so immensely serious both to man and animals, this 
blind and servile faith in the infallibility of a somewhat 
mythical and unproved authority amounts to something 
very near a crime, and must be most detrimental to the 
progress of medicine and the conquest of disease. 
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(A Historical Survey in Four Parts.) 
By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 
PART II. 


CHAPTER I. 
HOW THE GERM THEORY ORIGINATED. 


WT was at the end of the year 1873 that 
4 Pasteur wrote :— 

“How I wish I had enough health and 
sufficient knowledge to throw myself body 
and soul into the experimental study of 
one infectious disease.” 


He was then 51 years of age; he had 
never engaged in any medical study 
in his life, and his knowledge of even 
the simplest conditions of disease was 
of the mast rudimentary description. 
Added to this, in October, 1868 
(twelve months subsequent to his 
being crowned with the laurels of 
his fictitious victory over pébrine) he had been struck 
down with an attack of hemiplegia. When, therefore, 
Pasteur wrote the above sentence, he had passed the 
meridian of life, had been paralysed for six years, and 
“health” and “‘knowledge,”’ as he pathetically surmised, 
were a considerable handicap to the commencement of a 
new and somewhat intricate study. 

But why had he, so late in life, and with a semi- 


paralysed brain, seized upon infectious disease as a 


fitting subject of experimental research? The reason is 


obvious: The two great lessons of his life which he had | 
learned from M. Béchamp and for which he had taken the | 


glory, were :— 
Ist.—That atmospheric germs played an important 
part in the process of fermentation. 


disease or pébrine was produced—that is, the worms were 
spotted like peppergrains where the parasite had attached 
itself. 


expression in a lecture delivered by Pasteur in April, 1878: 

“Tt is terrifying to think that life may be at the mercy of the 
multiplication of those infinitesimally small creatures.” 

A year later—at the close of 1879—he wrote respecting 
epidemics : 

“Nowadays, if an article had to be written on the same subject, 
it would certainly be the idea of living ferments and microscopic 
beings and germs which would be mentioned and discussed as a 
cause. This is the great progress in which my labours have 
had so largeashare. . . . In these days more infectious diseases, 
more microscopic beings appear to the mind as things to be dis- 
covered.” 


So microbe-hunting and microbe-destruction became the 
pursuit of his life. 

Now, there were two special factors in Pasteur’s mind 
which confirmed him in his conclusions :— 

1. His complete misunderstanding of Béchamp’s 
original scientific investigations as to bacteria. 

2. His veneration for and unbounded faith in the 
vaccination pronouncements of Edward Jenner. 

We must next consider Béchamp’s researches. 


CHAPTERS Lt 
BECHAMP’S “MICROZYMAS.” 


M. Béchamp was a man of very retiring disposition 
and of high scientific attainments. When he died in 
1908, the Montteur Scientifique de Paris devoted a dozen 
of its large pages to an account of his life, eight of them 
being taken up solely with a list of his works. 

In the course of his scientific investigations Béchamp 


_ had devoted himself particularly, as already intimated, 
' to a study of the functions of certain “little bodies” 

2nd.—That by the attack of an atmospheric parasite | 
upon the silkworm prior to its forming its cocoon, silkworm | 


From these facts he concluded that all disease was due | 


to atmospheric germs, and by failing to distinguish 
between germs and parasites, confounding germs of 
fermentation with germs of disease, and the process 
of fermentation with that of disease conditions, he 
conceived the idea that specific atmospheric germs were 
the cause of each individual specific disease. He even 
compared the human body to a cask of beer, and therefore 
sought to show that disease was a fermentative process 
set in motion by definite pathogenic germs which infested 
the atmosphere! So he spent the rest of his life hunting 
for germs of disease—but not in the air, where they have 
never yet been proved to exist, but in diseased bodies— 
and labelling them, according to shape and size, with the 
names of various diseases. 
“Germ Theory of Disease,’’ which was promptly accepted 
unchallenged upon the word of Pasteur—the vaunted hero 
of fermentation, the alleged conqueror of silkworm 
disease—for which, in a mass of self-evident contra- 
dictions, the scientists of the world have ever since been 
vainly trying to find a scientific basis. 

This obsession in regard to atmospheric germs found 


which he found in the atmosphere, in the organs of the 
animal economy, as well as in calcareous rocks. Up to 
that time they had been passed over as of no consequence, 
partly, no doubt, because of the inferiority of the 
microscopes then in use. Béchamp came to the con- 
clusion that these microscopic organisms—which had 
been known as ‘‘scintillating corpuscles,’’ but which he 
renamed ‘“‘microzymas”—are the living remnants of 
dead bodies, the true unit of life; some are ferments of 
rare power and, as a consequence, are organised in the 
sense of structure. He declared that they cause in effete 
or morbid material the chemical change known as 
putrefaction, and that they can, under certain conditions, 
evolve physiologically to engender other organisms, 
and under other conditions can reconstitute cells—in 


_ short, they all have their uses in Nature’s economy, and 


Thus originated the famous © 


render inexpressible service to man in his numerous 
commercial enterprises. The agriculturist, the baker, 
the manufacturer, the cheesemonger are all laid under 
tribute to these marvellous microscopic agencies. Vege- 
table and animal matters are by them resolved into the 
elements, and great is the work they do in the purification 
of sewage. But for them, life could not be prolonged on 
this globe for a single day. 

Béchamp demonstrated that bacteria—called “‘ germs,” 
‘*microbes,’’ ete.—which are found in the human organism, 
are merely an evolution from these normal constituents of 
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the body. ‘‘We have followed,” he writes, “‘the com- 
plete course of their natural history. We have seen the 
microzymes of animal cells associate two by two or in 
larger numbers and extend themselves into bacteria.”’ 


The Abolitionist. 


| 
| 


‘“‘Bacteria,’’ he adds, ‘“‘far from being the cause, are the | 


result of the malady . . . the abnormal development 
of constant and normal organisms.”’ Such bacteria, 
in his opinion, appear in the course of a diseased condition 
of the body, and resume their original corpuscular form 
upon the return of the body to a normal state of health. 
Béchamp thus explains with scientific precision why 
‘“‘“serms’’ suddenly disappear from a diseased organ after 
its restoration to health, a phenomenon which Pasteur, 


with his imaginative ideas about the “terrifying” disease | 


germs of the atmosphere, could not explain, and for which 
modern bacteriologists have invented all manner of 
fanciful theories without arriving at any scientific con- 
clusion. 

Among these imaginative freaks is Metchnikoff’s 
plausible theory of phagocytosis—which claims that 
bacteria are foreign foes attacking a healthy system from 


outside, and that the white corpuscles of the blood are | 
scavengers which devote their lives to swallowing the | 


foreigners up. The Opsonic Theory of Sir Almroth Wright 


that white blood corpuscles—called phagocytes—need 
their appetite stimulated so that they can swallow an 
increased quantity of live microbes; hence he prepares 
sauces—called ‘‘ vaccines’’—composed of millions of dead 
germs which are inoculated into suffering human bodies 


for the purpose of arousing the phagocytes into increased | the cause of the mortality did not appear to occur to the 


action. When phagocytosis does not take place, it is 
said that the germs fortify themselves against it! Pro- 
fessor Buchner declared of phagocytosis: “‘It is a fable,”’ 
and the late eminent surgeon, Dr. Granville Bantock, 
remarked: “It is too much like seeing through a mile- 
stone for my acceptance. . . 
for my unbelief, for the theory is now almost universally 
discredited.”? Béchamp’s theory is, at least, simple, 
and appeals more forcibly to common sense. 
what is now slowly becoming recognised as fact by students 
who have courage enough to think for themselves, that 
‘““eerms”’ are the outcome of the normal constituents of 
the body, and undergo changes therein under changing 
conditions. 


GHAPTERTIIL 
PASTEUR’S THEORY. 


Pasteur, who had never before contemplated or written 
a line upon this subject, seized upon the scientific re- 
searches of M. Béchamp—* pirated”’ them, as M. Béchamp 


I take credit to myself | 
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topsy-turvy and construed bacteria, which Béchamp had 
demonstrated to be the vesult of disease, into the cause 
of disease, and the world stood aghast at the pronounce- 
ment that the air is infested with microbes, which exist 
for the sole purpose of causing disease in otherwise healthy 
bodies to which they gain access. As the late Alfred 
Russel Wallace remarked in a letter to the writer on one 
occasion :— 


“This view seems to me to be fundamentally wrong, because 
it does not show us any use for such microbes in the scheme of 
Nature, and also because it does not recognize that a condition 
of health is the one and only protection we require against all 


| kinds of disease.” 


And as evidence of how utterly incapable of under- 
standing his own theory M. Pasteur appeared to be at that 
time he wrote (Etudes sur la Biére, p. 40):— 

“In a state of health, the body of animals is shut against the 


| introduction of exterior germs.” 


| Whereupon Béchamp pointed out that this is stating the 


| very contrary of that which Pasteur desired, since it 


| a peculiar circumstance. 


proves that disease can arise without germs. The question 
arises, if it is only when you are ill that germs will enter 
and cause disease, how do you get tll in the first place? 

But the immediate cause of Pasteur’s earnest wish 


_“*to throw himself body and soul into the experimental 


is based upon the same fanciful idea, which presupposes | study of one infectious disease” arose, apparently, from 


During the Franco-Prussian 
War, the hospital death-rate from purulent infection 
was terrible—practically every patient operated on died. 
The crowded and filthy condition of the wards at that 
time was indescribable. But that these conditions were 


mind of the surgeon. At the end of the war, however 


| (in 1873), Alphonse Guérin suggested that “‘the cause of 


purulent infection may perhaps be due to the germs or 
ferments discovered by Pasteur to exist in the air.”’ So 


_he proposed ‘‘to protect the wounded from their fatal 


_ “conceived the idea of cotton-wool dressing.” 


| invited Pasteur to come to the Hospital St. Louis to see 


It shows | his piles of cotton wool covering surgical wounds. 


influence by filtering the air as Pasteur did,” and he 
He then 


Pasteur 


was ‘‘overjoyed”’ at the exhibition provided by this 


averred—and, whether from carelessness, or ignorance, or | 


inability to grasp the true bearing of them (the latter is 
the most probable reason), promptly turned the theory 


— 


OUR HYDE PARK DEMONSTRATION. 


We remind all our readers of the Demonstration in Hyde Park, which will be held on 
SUNDAY AFTERNOON, JUNE 3rd, AT 3 p.m. 
Helpers are asked to meet at 2.30, in front of the Police Station near the Serpentine. 


(An unlimited number of Volunteers can do useful service.) 


enthusiastic but not very clear-thinking surgeon, who, 
in obedience to him, had confused atmospheric germs 
of fermentation with germs of disease. Had they both 
lived till the period of the Great War of 1914-1918 they 
would have seen the piles of cotton-wool dressings flung 
on one side and the worst forms of purulent wounds 
exposed freely to atmospheric germs as the only hope 
of salvation. But to the obsessed brain of M. Pasteur 
this ocular demonstration at the Hospital St. Louis came 
as a voice from heaven. He went home and wrote the 
letter from which an extract is given at the commence- 
ment of Chapter I (previous page). 


(To be continued .) 
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HERE is an element of humour in 
the news that Insulin has _ been 
quickly followed by a rival. It is 
claimed by Dr. J. B. Collip, M.A., 
Ph.D., head of the Department of 
Biochemistry at the University of 
Alberta, .U;S.A., .that “a cure for 
diabetes lies latent in green onion 
tops, onion roots, barley roots, 
sprouted grain, green wheat leaves, 
bean tops, lettuce and various forms of yeast.” 

This is a comforting idea; those of our friends who are 
suffering from diabetes will certainly, if they wish to be 
inoculated at all, prefer an injection of these natural 
substances from the vegetable kingdom to one from the 
pancreas of an ox. It is true that Dr. Collip claims to 
be ‘‘co-discoverer,’? with Doctors Banting and Best, of 
Insulin itself—though we do not remember hearing of 
him before; and he has certainly tried his onion tops 
upon ‘“‘diabetic dogs.”? But there is no reason why 
they should not have been tried straight away on the 
human subject. 


INSULIN CRITICISED. ; 


The fact is, there are many substances which have the 
same effect as Insulin, namely, that of reducing the amount 
of sugar in the system. But this is not a cure, still less 
a cure for diabetes. The substance, whatever it is, has 
to be continually injected; cease the injection, and the 
old conditions return. Moreover, if too much be injected 
it may be necessary to restore the balance by injecting 
sugar. The condition of diabetes remains untouched. 
All that has been done is to produce variations in one of 
the more prominent symptoms, and no permanent change 
has been effected even there. This view was expressed 
by our President, Dr. Hadwen, immediately upon hearing 
of the Insulin claim, and it is echoed in the following 
quotations from a letter from a medical man which 
appeared in the British Medical Journal of May 5:— 


INSULIN AND DIABETES. 


S1r,—In a letter which appeared in the British M edical Journal 
of November 18, 1922 (p. 997), I ventured to predict that the 
optimistic forecasts then being circulated in the Press as to the 
curative properties of Insulin in diabetes would not be fulfilled, 
and that its true sphere of usefulness was likely to be limited. 
I have since had the opportunity of putting the treatment to a 
practical test in a number of cases of various types with Insulin 
prepared in my own laboratory, and the results obtained have 
tended to confirm the conclusions I arrived at on theoretical 
grounds. From the articles which appeared in your issue of April 28 
it would seem that the experience of other English workers has 
been similar to mine, for, although it is evident that Insulin is 
capable of reducing the sugar content of the blood in all forms of 
hyperglycemia, it is not a “cure” for diabetes in the popular 
sense of the term—that the patient is able to resume an unrestricted 
diet after a course of treatment. In the large majority of cases 
the beneficial effects of Insulin are only temporary, ceasing when 
the injections are discontinued; ina small proportion a permanent 
improvement in metabolism appears to result, but in my experi- 
ence these are cases in which the hyperglycemia and glycosuria 
are dependent entirely, or almost entirely, upon a functional 
deficiency of the internal secretion of the pancreas... . for the 
average patient treatment with Insulin under present conditions 
is a  will-o’-the-wisp, reliance upon which usually ends in 
disappointment. . 


P. J. CAMMIDGE. 


The Victoria Daily Times of March 29, under the mis- 
leading headline “‘ Diabetes Cures Limited only by Insulin 


INSULIN. 


Shortage,”? stated that there was a shortage of Insulin, 
hence -— 

The doctors who are handling Insulin are unable to treat even 
all the more severe cases. The result is that if a patient’s condition 
is hopeless for any reason it may be necessary for the medical 
men in the face of their own consciences and humanity to turn 
their “thumbs down” in order that even the smallest amount of 
the treatment may not be spent on a hopeless case, but that it be 
available for others. 

It will be easy to produce statistics of “cures” under this 
rule—all the worst cases being excluded from the com- 
putation. 

Dr. F. G. Banting, the discoverer of Insulin, has 
been recommended for the award of 10,000 dollars, 
or about £2,000, by the Committee appointed to 
consider a Bill to “‘recognise his research”? in Toronto. 
We are afraid the discoverer of the identical property 
of onion-tops will receive nothing, which seems rather 
hard. Certainly, rewards to vivisectors precede proot 
of the utility of their discoveries. 


EFFECTS ON THE PATIENTS. 


Dr. Banting has been trying very unsuccessfully to 
deal with the criticism launched against his discovery 
by local anti-vivisectionists, who had suggested that the 
application of a treatment that caused convulsions in 
the patients was rather in the nature of human experi- 
mentation. In the Toronto Daily Star of March 24 he 
declared, repudiating this: 


“There has not been one single patient in the Christie Street 
Hospital who has gone into convulsions.” 


Now, Dr. J. A. Gilchrist, who is in charge of the 
Christie Street Hospital, was reported in the same paper, 
dated December 29, 1922, as saying: 

“Tt is almost impossible to prescribe a definite quantity of 
Insulin to be given in all cases. Sometimes a small amount will 
cause convulsions, and in others a large amount is not sufficient 
to check the disease.” 

Again, he described the symptoms of an overdose. 


“The first signs are feelings of uneasiness, etc. A tendency to 
go into convulsions follows this. At first the patient is able to 
control these tendencies, but later they become automatic.” 


He told of one man who “‘evinced a strong desire to 
climb up the walls.” 

The unfortunate rabbits experimented upon certainly 
had convulsions. 

In a bulletin of the Canadian Anti-vivisection Society, 
which details the above evidence and quotes Dr. Banting’s 
denial of the occurrence of any convulsions in Christie 
Street Hospital, the question is naturally asked: 

‘Where, then, did the patients have convulsions ?” 

Other dangers arising from the use of Insulin are clear 
from the fact that the patients became unconscious, 
delirious, or deaf, and suffered from ‘‘altered mental 
state.” 

Dr. Roberts, writing from the Physiological Laboratory, 
Cambridge, to the British Medical Journal (December 16, 
1922), observed that “the production of Insulin originated 
in a wrongly conceived, wrongly conducted, wrongly 
interpreted series of experiments and gross misreading 
of those experiments”’ ; and Professor MacLeod, of 
Toronto University, has stated that it will take years to 
tell whether it will cure diabetes. 

The only certain thing seems to be that Dr. Banting 
will make a good thing out of it. 
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BIRMINGHAM. 


Our Birmingham Branch received permission from the Labour 
Party to walk with its banners in a procession to Aston Park on 
May 6. A large number of the members walked, bearing banners 
and bannerettes with suitable inscriptions; one, which read 
“Vivisection has not helped Surgery—Lawson Tait,” being of 
special interest in the city of that great surgeon. The procession 
marched several times round the principal streets, and literature 
was distributed. 

BLACKHEATH. 


On April 30 Miss Crofton gave an address on “‘ Florence Night- 


ingale” and included some anti-inoculation propaganda, to the- 


Women’s Meeting at the South Street Baptist Church, Greenwich. 


CLAPTON. 


Two addresses on “‘Is Vivisection Justifiable?”” have been given 
by Mr. J. H. Burtenshaw; on May 6 to the Trinity Congregational 
Brotherhood at South Hackney, and on May 13 to the Pembury 
Grove P.S.A., Lower Clapton. 

The first of the series of Open-Air Meetings is fixed for Thursday, 
June 7. 

COLWYN. 


A successful gathering was held in Roberts’ Assembly Rooms on 
May 9. Mr. Charles E. Howe presided over the Business Meeting, 
and Mr. Ashe also spoke. Good reports appeared in the North 
Wales News. 

DARLINGTON. 


The Darlington and Stockton Times, North Stay, and Northern 
Echo of April 28 reported the Annual Meeting of our Darlington 
Branch, held in the Mechanics’ Institute on the previous day, 
the Rev. Father Graham presiding. 


DUBLIN. 


On May 3, by the kind hospitality of Miss McNie, a meeting of 
our local Branch was held, the speaker being Mr. Oswald Gregson, 
formerly a resident member. Thanks are due to Miss Lily Carr 
for her work in organising the meeting, which, though not large, 
was encouraging; other speakers and helpers are coming forward 
in this centre. The meeting was reported in the Jvish Times. 


EALING. 


The Middlesex County Times and Ealing Gazette reported a 
meeting of our local Branch held in the Council Chamber, Town 
Hall, on May 2. Alderman Griffin presided, and excellent 
speeches were made by Mr. G. C. Cope and Miss Mary Richardson. 
Votes of thanks were proposed and seconded by Mr. Heys Jones 
and the Rev. Pemberton Lloyd, after which tea was served. 


LEICESTER. 


A very successful social evening was held at the Victoria Hall, 
Mill Hill Lane, on April 27. Songs, recitations, and music were 
followed by refreshments and a whist drive. There was a good 
attendance, and an enjoyable evening was spent. Mr. Biggs, J.P., 
gave a short address. Lady Rolleston, who had promised to 
present the prizes, was prevented from doing so by indisposition. 
Her place was taken by Mrs. Swainston, who also excellently 
managed the arrangements. New members were added to the 
Branch. The event was reported in the Leicesterv Daily Mercury and 
Leicester Mail. 

LEWES. 


Long and excellent reports appeared in the Lewes Herald, East 
Sussex News and Sussex Express of a well-attended meeting con- 
vened by our local Branch on April 20 in the Y.M.C.A. Rooms. 
Mr. Maurice Toms presided and the speaker was the Rev. W. J. 
Piggott. 

LIVERPOOL. 


On April 20 the Annual Meeting was held in the Common Hall, 
Hackins Way, the Rev. J. Ballantyne presiding. Mr. Middleton, 
Mr. S. G. Joscelyne and Mr. Webster Jones spoke on various 
points, after which a Lantern Lecture was given by Mr. Middleton. 


MANCHESTER. 


On April 27 the Annual Meeting of our local Branch was held 
in the Onward Hall. Councillor G. N. Hallowell was unfortunately 
unable to preside owing to illness. 
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address and Mr. Middleton presented the report, which showed - 
year of hard work and steady progress. 

On May 1 a Group Meeting was held in the Branch Offices, — 
Mr. J. E. Dorsett presiding. This was followed on May 8 by a~ 
well-attended Ladies’ Group Meeting; and on May 15 a Joint 
Committee Meeting of the two Societies was held, when Mr. 
Dorsett was elected chairman. 

A report of the Bazaar is given on page 83. 


NOTTINGHAM. 
Mr. Fraser Hewes spoke on “‘ Vaccination and Inoculation” ‘om 


the G.N. Railway Improvement Class at Colwick on May 6, when 


five members joined. A return visit was asked for. 


PRESTON. 


A Branch Meeting was held on May 7 in the Friends’ Meeting 
House, Mr. Geoffrey Hodson presiding. Many items of import- 
ance were dealt with. 

We regret that Mr. and Mrs. Hodson, who have done such good 
work for our cause, will soon be leaving Preston. We congratulate 
Mr. Hodson on the important appointment he is taking up in 
London, and wish him every success. Mr. Higginson kindly 
undertook duty as hon. treasurer, and Miss Reeder as hon. secre- 
tary (pro tem.). The Branch is making good headway, and we- 
need every animal lover and friend of progress to rally up and 
help our Committee. The next meeting will be held on June 11, | 
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7.30, at the Friends’ Meeting House. 


RICHMOND. 


Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B., was the speaker at a well- 
attended meeting of our Richmond Branch, held at the Belgrave 
Café on May 9. The Thames Valley Times gave a report. . 

SHEFFIELD. | 

Mr. Fraser Hewes, of Nottingham, gave a lantern lecture on © 
“The Failure of Vivisection” to a Sheffield audience of Spiritualists — 
on April 30. It was much appreciated, and several members 
joined the local Branch. 


SOUTHSEA. 


The Portsmouth Evening News gave a long report of a meeting 
of our local Branch, held at the Ashburton Hall on May 9. It 
was very well attended. The Rev. W. Duxbury Woods, M.A., 
presided, supported by the Rev. Armstrong Bennett, and the 
speaker was Mr. B. G. Horniman. Mrs. Rogers Cooper and 
Mr. Eric Tebby rendered solos; and questions were asked and 
answered. 

UCKFIELD. 


On May 9 Mr. G. W. Blewett presided at a meeting at the 
Uckfield Public Hall, which was addressed by Mr. Maurice Toms. 
There was an excellent concert by a talented party under the 
direction of Mr. Gabriel Banderet. 


WESTCLIFF. 


A meeting was held in St. Andrew’s Hall on May 2, the chair 
being taken by Mr. H. G. Walker. There was a good gathering 
and a stirring address was given by the Rev. W. J. Piggott. 


WORCESTER. 


On May 9 Miss Kidd spoke at a meeting in the Trinity Hall, 
Worcester, Mrs. G. W. Gillingham presiding over a fairly good 
attendance. The meeting was reported in the Worcester Daily 
Times, where it led to a correspondence, and in the Worcester 
Herald and Berrow’s Worcester Journal. 


WORTHING. 


The Worthing Herald and Worthing Gazette of May 2 reported a 
meeting of our local Branch, held at the Literary Institute on 
April 27, when Mr. Hayes Marshall presided, and the speakers 
were Miss Kidd and Mr. Maurice Toms. On the resignation of 
Mr. Peake-Ramsay, Mrs. Eyre Heriot was appointed hon. secretary. 
Ex-members are earnestly asked to communicate with her at 
203, Brighton Road. Mrs. Heriot began her work with an “At 
flome,” which was held on May 4, and was reported in the Press. 
Mr. Maurice Toms was the speaker. On May 13 Mr. Toms spoke 
to a good meeting of the Theosophical Society, Mrs. Darmer 
presiding. This meeting was also well reported. 
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The Germ Theory of Disease, by Dr. Scott Tebb 
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Replies to Research Defence Leaflets. 
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ADELPHI, W.C.2. 


“First Impressions of America” 


Dr. WALTER R. HADWEN. 
(ILLUSTRATED.) 10/6 Net. 


Published by Messrs. HUTCHINSON. To be obtained of all booksellers 


“An intensely interesting volume.”’—Daitly Telegraph. 


aa 


“CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, 


Branches and Federated Societies of the British Union. 


' 


Vy 


ee nse! o> ok so 
ae we <2 hae ree <i YE 

‘ + og eter ay + ees) 
orem ty 


; ss a 
» 


| 


Headquarters :—32, CHARING CROSS, WHITEHALL, LONDON, S.W. 1. 


BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., The Misses ADA and ALICE Leakey, North. 
ampton House, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH.— Hon. 
Bexhill-on-Sea. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs. OLD. Hon. Secs., The Misses 
V. & C, Hopcson, 23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.— President, CounTESS DE RIVAS. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Crorton, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Surr, 14, 
Brooklyn Avenue. Layton, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH. — Hon. Sec., Mrs. CRomprTon, 97, Westbourne Ave., 
Gt Lever, Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEwIrTT. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Tytor Losey, Librasol, Beechwood Avenue, 
Boscombe, Bournemouth. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorxs).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Miss Lonpon, 40, Norwood 
Avenue, Shipley, Bradford. 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.— President, Lord TENTERDEN, 
Hon Sec.. Miss L. Wricnr, 30, Prudential Buildings, Brighton. 
(For Hove, see below). 

BRISTOL & SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Hon, Sec., Mr. J. T. Mayo Smitn, 79, St. Alban’s Rd.,Westbury Pk., Bristol. 

BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Seo., EDWARD 
Mrave-Kino, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowTHer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 
Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. Hon. 
Sec., Miss HoLwortny, 83, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 


Sec. Mrs. HOLLINDALE, 27, Lindon Road, 


BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir James Matcotm. Hon 
Sec., Mrs. CLEmENTS, Bury St. Edmunds. 
BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. C. 


Jackson. Assist. Hon. Sec., Capt. Burkitt (Affiliated to Manchester 
and Salford Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Bisnop, 51, Hills Road. 
CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman SypDNEY 
JENKINS, Hon. Sec., Miss Rosz Bravan, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 
Miss OGLEBy 
Davies. Hon. Sec., Miss Garnuam, 4, St. Margaret’s Terrace, Cheltenham. 

CHISWICK CRUSADERS’ BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. BE. M. Rosson, 21, 
Fairfax Road. Chiswick. 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REYNoLps, 105, 
Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 

COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Miss KENWORTHY, 2, 


Albert Road, Old Colwyn. and Mr. Heper JOHNSON. The Grange, — 


Colwyn Bay. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss BEprorD, 237, - 


Whitehorse Lane, South Norwood. 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALick Luoas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH. — Hon. Sec., 
Mr. R. W. Kirkus, Capri, Portland Terrace. Dawlish. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord TENTERDEN. 
Sec., Miss Croox, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss H. Saver, 
Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road, Eastbourne. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss FRANCES Howarp. 
Hon Sec., Mr. J. S. DAmEREL, 161, Sidwell Street, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, "’ Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N. 12 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope, Esaq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 


Hon. 


GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. PRIESTLEY — 


Prime. Hon. Sec., (Vacant). 
HAMPSTEAD GARDEN SUBURB BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. 
Bourcuikr. Hon. Sec., Mrs. BALFour. 5, North Square, Hendon, N.W. 


HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. DALTON, — 


““Nidus Avis,’ Old London Road, Hastings. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
HOLLINDALE, 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. Ke1tH MacKenzie. 
Hon. Sec.. Miss M. Hucns 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lady RorHerHam, Hon 
Sec., Mrs. VaucHan WILLiAms, Normanhurst, Montpelier Place, 
Brighton, Assist.Hon Sec. for Southwick & Shoreham, Miss HARRINGTON, 
Cromwell Lodge, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDES, 14, Edgerton 
Grove Rd., Huddersfield. Assist, Hon. Sec,. Miss BENSON, 52, Trinity St. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander Kenwortuy, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Mr. H. W. Cox, 42, Boulevard; Assist. Hon. Sec.. Mrs. F. E. Paton, 51, 
Queensgate Street, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH. — President, F. FISHER, Esq. Mrs. 
McDona tp, The Bungalow, Kelvin Road, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.—President, 
Dr. Hapwen. Hon. Sec. (Vacant). Assist. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity Carr. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CouNTESS OF 
AYLESFORD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. FARDON, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa, 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. Lesuiz SmitH, B.A. Hon. Secs.., 
Mr. and Mrs. Hotmgs, Hesperides, New Laithes Rd., Horsforth, Leeds, 

LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady ROLLEsTON. 
Hon, Sec., Miss F. Manners, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President Rev. W. ALEXANDER KERR. 
Sec.. Mrs, Derr, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (pro. tem.), Mr. A. E. 
Beaumont. 3, Priory Terrace, Lewes. : 

LINCOLN BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. Miss D. Extiort, 47, Hungate, Lincoln. 


Hon. Sec., 


Hon. 
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LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. S, JoSCELYNE, 

95, Botanic Road, Edge Hill, Liverpool. 4 

MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon,. Sez., Mrs. 
Oberland, Malvern. 4 

MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
G.H. Pinner, J.P. Hon. Sec.,Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A. MiDDLETON, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STocKPoRT 
AUXILIARY.—President, Mrs. E. A. ReEip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J. W. WARREN, 
27, Alldis Street. Great Moor. Stockport. : 

MANCHESTER SOCIETY FOR PROTECTION OF ANIMALS FROM 
VIVISECTION.-— Offices: $1, Victoria Buildings, St. Mary’s Gate. pa 

MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, Basit J. PARKIN- 
son, Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss H. MacDouGaLt, 60, Holmes Road, Moonee 
Ponds, Melbourne. se 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. W. H._ 
LamBELLE. Hon. Sec. pro tem, Mr. A. B. Crow, Shadwell, Devonshire — 
Road, Linthorpe, Middlesbrough. : 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. FISHBOURNE, Sandown, Burgess | 
Hill, Sussex. ag 

NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.— President, FLORENCE, Lady. . 
SWINBURNE. Hon, Sec., Mr. A. W. HirpretH, 1000, Shields Road, 
Ne Wins eon iaes Treasurer, Mr. L.H.C. RopENHUuRsT, 30, Kingswood — 

venue. " 

NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, H.. Musk Beattig, Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Ropers, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. : 

NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon, Sec., Miss Wricut, Repton, Furze Hill 
Road, Ilfracombe. 

NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. Nozt Nowe tt. 
Miss V. D. ArmiTAGE Hartford Manor, Northwich. 

NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRAcE SEWELL. 
NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The Ducngss or PORTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. FRASER Hewes, Cavelands, Chestnut Grove, Nottinghani. 

OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RoBeErtTs, 100. 
Villa Road, Oldham. r 

OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. ToynBEE. 
HeERForD, Elmswood, Lathbury Road, Oxford. 

PLYMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lord .TENnTERDEN, 
Hon. Sec. (pro tem.), Mrs. Pearce, 11, Devon Terrace, Plymouth. 

PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The Eart 3 
oF Mar. Hort. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. West 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay: Southsea, Miss 
SLaTTER, 14, Festing Grove, Southsea; Ventnor, (Vacant). ‘oe 

PRESTON BRANCH:—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Hopson, The Haven, Cadley, | 
Preston. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Corr. Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas, Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 

READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
Oakleigh, Earley, near Reading. 

RICHMOND AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President. Lady KATHLEEN BUSHE. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. Macrpuerson, 13, Maze Road. Kew. 

SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (pro. tem.), Rev.W.H. MATTHEWS,B.A., 
B.D., Grayshott, Glenmore Road, Salisbury. , | 

SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—President, Rev. J. Bairp, J.P. _ 
Secretary, Councillor P. H. ALLAN. 

SHEFFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Pnitties, 8 Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield, 

SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Matturws, Silver Burn, 
Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs, HARMSWORTH., — a 

SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Bryant, 154, Millbrook Road, _ 
Southampton, 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. Wess, Esq. 
Guapys Rosinson, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. 

SURBITON BRANCH.—President, The Baroness pE PaLLanpt. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Howse, 114, The Crescent, Surbiton. 

TONBRIDGE BRANCH.-~ Hon. Sec., Miss BARNETT, 


TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. Bring. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton. a 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MAcCAusLanp, Hon. =) 
Sec., Miss Barnett, M.B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. : 

UCKFIELD BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. WHIFFEN, Angers, High 
Hurstwood, Uckfield. : 


ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEAVER, 


MOoILuierT, 


Hon. Sec., — 


Hon. Sec., Mrs, 
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: UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.— 
President, Rev, P, H. WicksTEED, M.A., D. Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALICE 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. . 4 
WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, JosepH, Hon, | 
Sec. (pro. tem.), Mr. Mipp.eton. c/o Miss W. Jones. 7, Arpley Street, _ 
Warrington. ay; 
WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH.—Hon Seo., Mrs. 
Pearson, 26, Meteor Road, Westcliff-on-Sea. 
WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.—-President, Miss RoGers. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs, Sigse, 7, Waterloo Street, Weston-super-Mare. ' 
| WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH. — President, Ald, J. 
McKenzie,J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss SPENcER, 65, Bathurst Gardens, N.W.10. 
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E are informed by the Montreal Gazette, in 
a very interesting special report, that there 


greatest gathering of Canadian medical men 
that ever met before in Canada.” Prominent doctors 
from the United States were present, and the British 
Medical Association was represented by Sir Thomas 
Jenner Verrall and Dr. A. Cox, its secretary. 

The reason for the presence of the English delegates 
is stated by the official Press correspondent to have been 
summed up by Sir T. J. Verrall ‘‘in three points” :— 


British Medical Associations. 

2. “The need of the profession seeing to it that, in any 
Government legislation, doctors did not come under 
lay authority.” 

3. “The need of fighting anti -vivisection.”’ 

None of these three ‘‘needs,”’ nor all three together, 
indicate aims of a very soul-stirring description. The 
first is a formality which will leave matters precisely as 
‘before and does not concern us in the least. The second 


A DEFENSIVE ALLIANCE. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


has been held recently in Ottawa “the | 
class. 


will never be satisfied, for it is quite contrary to the 
British spirit of justice and fair play for unlimited legis- 
lative control to be put into the hands of any particular 
The third is futile warfare, for cruelty is incon- 


| sistent with the best and highest ideals of British man- 


hood, and in the end the best and highest must prevail, 
however great the odds. 

We confess we feel flattered that the representatives 
of the British Medical Association should regard the 


| situation as being sufficiently serious for urging the 
| necessity of a combination of all the medical forces on 


1. “The need of affiliation” between the Canadian and | both sides of the Atlantic to fight a movement which they 


have hitherto professed to despise! In our struggle for 
truth and justice we have passed beyond the outposts of 
indifference and ridicule, which form the preliminary 
tactics of all opponents of reform, and we have reached 
the third stage, where we meet with hostile opposition, 
' and when the enemy, realizing that the time has come 
when he must buckle on his armour, puts his forces into 
battle array: and if the history of all great reforms 


tells us anything, this attitude is a sure prelude to his 
defeat, and points to victory for our Cause. 
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Sir Thomas Jenner Verrall, in addressing his audience 
at*the general gathering on the first day, declared that 
“the question of vivisection is always cropping up,’ and 
he continued :— 

“I would suggest to you physicians, and you will 
recognise it is your duty, to constantly bring before 
the public the idea that vivisection is practised for the 
good of humanity and that there should be no undue 
and restrictive control of vivisection. You in Canada 
would never have had the discovery of insulin without 
its 
This redoubtable medical knight is reported by the 

Montreal Gazette to have added, that one of the reasons 
why he and Dr. Cox were sent out to Canada by the 
British Medical Association 

“was, that both had been out of practice so long as to 

have forgotten most of what they had once known of 

their profession”! 

And it became abundantly clear, as far, at least, as 
Sir Jenner Verrall is concerned, that what he had once 
known and what he had since forgotten about vivisection 
did not amount to very much. We are quite sure he 
would be unable to stand a test examination on the 
subject for two minutes, for the very first question with 
which he would be faced, namely: ‘‘Can you give scientific 
and statistical proof of any one instance in which vivi- 
section has been productive of good to humanity ?” 
would put him in a difficulty from which he would find 
it impossible to extricate himself. 

He says: “You in Canada would never have had the 
discovery of insulin without it.” Sir Jenner glibly 
quotes “insulin”? because it happens to be the latest fad 
of the medical profession, which has been energetically 
boomed all over the world by interested parties. A short 
time ago it was ‘“‘diphtheria” and “the millions of lives 
saved by antitoxin,” in spite of the fact that unadulter- 
ated statistics indisputably proved that antitoxin had 
only increased the death-rate. During the war the cry 
was “typhoid” and the miracles which inoculation had 
wrought in the area where sanitation held sway, but 
when we faced the military statisticians with Gallipoli 
and Mesopotamia and a few other odds and ends, and 
showed that typhoid had become a rare curiosity in Eng- 
land without any inoculations whatever, the “typhoid” 
miracle workers took a back seat. We have had the 
hydrophobia craze with its bogus Pasteurian remedy 
which is only worthy of an African ‘medicine man,” 
and of which any true scientist ought to be ashamed. 
And, indeed, he would be ashamed if he gave five minutes 
of thought to the subject; but, like Sir Jenner Verrall, 


the fashionable scientist has learned so little and for- |! 
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gotten so much, that he is content to accept the fairy tales 
of “ Authority”’ on all the procession of medical fads and 
fashions which strew the shores of history with the wrecks _ 
of their exploded triumphs. | 

And now we have insulin, which no one dares to use. 
apart from dieting; and as dieting can always be trusted : 
to produce similar results to those of insulin, without 
earning the unenviable notoriety of ultimately killing the | 
patient, there are some of us sufficiently old-fashioned 
to prefer dieting and to leave insulin religiously alone, 
It cannot cure; it never has cured; it never will cure; 
in numerous instances it has failed even to relieve, but 
it has succeeded in killing, and the sooner it is buried in 
the family vault where so many of its predecessors lie, the 
better will it be for humanity. 

But what about the audacity of men like Sir Jenner 
Verrall, who go abroad and talk boldly against any 
restriction of vivisection, which, when in this country, 
they find it politic to pretend to uphold ? 

Dr. John Stewart, of Halifax, delivered a Listerian 
oration to the same audience. That, too, is a fashionable 
theme; none of these orators, like Dr. Stewart, who talk 
so recklessly “of the revolution which Lister had wrought 
in operations by developing the antiseptic method,” 
seem to realize that antisepticism is as dead as Queen 
Anne and that no surgeon with a reputation to lose 
would dream of employing Lister’s method to-day—a 
method which Lister himself had to abandon because of 
its fatal results. To form a correct estimate of Lister, 
inquirers should read not obituary eloquence by Dr, 
Stewart, but Lister’s own writings. Was there ever 
such ignorance or callousness displayed as in his brief 
“Introduction” to Mr. Stephen Paget’s ‘‘Experiments on 
Animals”? What can be thought of a man who deliber- 


ately ran a needle and thread through the eye of a rabbit 
and left it there to inflame? Lister, too, like Sir Jenner 


Verrall, declaimed against hampering vivisection by 


restrictions! 


It was Sir Michael Foster who wrote urgently to , 


American vivisectors years ago: “Strengthen your backs 
—we sigh in our bondage, like the Israelites of old.” 


He also wanted a free and unfettered vivisection table. — 


We trust that the British spirit of justice toward 
sensitive creatures, which cannot defend themselves 
against their torturers, will animate the lay public in 
Canada as it is animating the public in this country, and 
that they will spurn the ignorant and despotic entreaties 
of those who say to an audience in Canada what they 
dare not say to a public audience in England, and will 
demand, as we are doing, that this barbaric, useless, 
unscientific and outrageous crime shall be prohibited, 
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JYote—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 


Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle”’ 


given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most ofits workers are volunteers. 


More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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Another Bazaar. 
“The Animal Welfare Week Council have decided to 
hold a “Christmas Fair” on Saturday, November 29, 
probably at the Church House, Westminster. The British 
Union has agreed to take a stall; not, this time, for 
literature, but for the ordinary bazaar goods. We there- 
‘fore hope that all our friends will set to work at once, 
‘to provide us with a really good display of useful articles. 
‘We never have to complain of the generosity of our 
friends in this matter ; in fact, people are more ready to give 
than to buy. The British Union Stall always testifies to 
the zeal and enthusiasm of its members, and we are quite 
‘sure that they will rise to the occasion once more. 
Parcels, however, cannot be received during August, for 
our offices will be in the hands of decorators, and the 
, small space available for our stock of literature when the 
-storerooms are denuded for cleaning will create a very 
serious problem, to the difficulty of which we must not 
add. We shall expect them to pour in, say, during 
October! In September we shall be very busy getting 
straight after a trying but necessary ordeal. 


Our Special Appeal. 

The following special donations have been received 
during the month. We tender our grateful thanks to 

the donors :— 
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Anon., Willesden 
Carey, Capt. and Mrs. 
Drummond, Miss D. .. 
Field, Miss E. F. ae 
Haworth, Miss E.C... 
Hughes, Miss .. se 
Olpherts, Miss A. Mees 
Winterbottom, Mrs. 
Wootton, Mrs... 
Worthing Branch 
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The League of Nations. | 

It will be remembered that, in reply to the numerous 
protests made to the Secretary of the League of Nations 
Union, when the League of Nations first called a Confer- 
ence to decide upon the standardisation of sera (thus 
encouraging vivisection), the Secretary replied that the 
League had no laboratories of its own, and was therefore 
not directly concerned in the performing of experiments— 
all it had done was to suggest uniform work in different 
countries. 

From an article on ‘‘Standardised Dysentery Serum,” 
appearing in the Medical Officer of July 12, it seems quite 
clear that the League of Nations now does actually 
employ and pay vivisectors itself. We reproduce the 
passage, italicising certain significant words :— 

“Regarding dysentery anti-serum the most difficult problem 
that has awaited solution is the proper standardisation of the 
product, and Professor Shiga, working with two colleagues under 
the auspices of the League of Nations, has done much to solve this 
difficulty and to produce a standardised serum for the treatment of 
dysentery, on the lines of standardised tetanus and diphtheria 
antitoxins. In a report recently published by the League he suggests 
a most practical method of standardisation, and has succeeded in 
preparing a standard serum like diphtheria antitoxin. In his 
report full details are given of his methods and procedure, carried 
out with characteristic thoroughness over a lengthy period. 

“By encouraging work of this nature the League of Nations 
Health Organisation, under the able directorship of Dr. L. Rajch- 
man, gives yet another example of the interest which it takes in 
fostering the practical application of pure science, and in encourag- 
ing work which without such aid might never have been under- 


taken. The treatment of dysentery on modern lines is a problem 
as universal as is the League itself; it is a matter of health which 
recognises no artificial boundaries and no territorial limitations. 
In the solution of so large a problem it is possible that mere local 
enterprise would have failed, and the League of Nations is indeed 
to be congratualted on having secured for this work a scientist of 
world-wide reputation like Professor Shiga. We shall look for- 
ward with interest to seeing the therapeutic results of this newly 
standardised serum with every hope that it will stand the tests of 
clinical experience.” 


Let it be noted, this is an experimental serum, which 
has admittedly not yet proved its value; the tests of 
clinical (bedside) experience have not yet been made ; 
its alleged virtues are gauged by animal experimentation. 

What on earth has the League of Nations to do with 
“pure science”? Its proper work is to foster the practical 
application of pure commonsense in the avoidance of 
international quarrels. We hope all our readers will 
send vigorous protests, as they did before, since there is 
now much more reason for dissatisfaction with the 
League’s attitude in this matter. 

Each Boy Rescued a Mouse. 

Were the four boys who recently broke into the City 
Bacteriological Laboratory at Birmingham and stole 
four white mice would-be benefactors of the animals? 
The mice ‘‘had been infected with disease germs,”’ and, 
as this had been done a month previously, the doctor 
acquitted the little creatures of being a possible “ danger,” 
and the magistrate placed the boys on probation. 

The use to which the mice had been put would certainly 
be impressed upon the minds of these children, and this 
may lead to a deterioration of moral standards likely 
to show itself in far worse actions than the boyish prank 
which brought them into court. 


Gland Miracles Disproved. 

When Dr. Voronoff’s claim to be able to rejuvenate 
men by means of monkey glands was first inadewm i. 
Hadwen declared that “any foreign gland introduced into 
the human body must disappear within a short times 

The Daily Express of June 26 quotes the same opinion 
now given by Dr. Clarence A. McWilliams, a New York 
surgeon. Experience has proved that Dr. Hadwen was 
right when he reminded us that a transplanted gland is 
‘“‘simply meat.” | 

“The uniform results of such operations,” Dr. McWilliams said 
to the surgery section of the American Medical Society, “‘have 
been the disappearance of the transplanted tissues. Between 
animals of the same species even, there are unknown biological 
differences that prevent the survival of the transplanted tissues. 
They seem to live for a time, but after a short period they vanish, 
absorbed, possibly, by the tissues of the body into which they 
had been implanted.” 

Even skin, said Dr. McWilliams, cannot be successfully 
grafted from one individual to another. Wise surgeons 
have always known that it is necessary to take skin from 
another part of the patient’s own body. Great claims 
have been made for the success of transplantation from 
another body, but these claims have been based upon 


a misconception. 
“Careful examination will disclose the fact that it is not the 
transplanted skin that has grown. It is the patient’s own skin 
which has grown underneath the graft, and has pushed the grafted 
skin aside.” ; 
Thus are the boasts of the vivisector falsified ; 
one by one, are the wiser and more reasoned opinions 


the medical anti-vivisectionist justified. 


thus, 
of 
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Smallpox at Willesden. 

Every now and then, smallpox appears in this country 
—not the spurious smallpox about which we have heard 
so much during the last few years, but real smallpox. 
It is noteworthy that these cases are apt to occur in 
London, and not in those areas where the greatest scares 
have raged. In the Midlands, children continue to suffer 
from a mild epidemic, called smallpox in the unvaccinated 
and chickenpox in the vaccinated. Nothing worse 
happens. But in London, an unvaccinated child of three 
happened, early in June, to contract the real disease. 
That child recovered; another died; and two vaccinated 
adults died also, thus falsifying the doctrine that has been 
so persistently propagated, that vaccinated people only 
get the disease in a mild or modified form. 

It is quite clear that the case for vaccination in infancy 
is completely exploded. To suit the vaccinationists, it 
must be once every seven years at least, or not at all. If 
more than seven years have elapsed since the vaccination, 
when the subject is attacked by smallpox (one of those 
attacked in the Willesden outbreak had been vaccinated 
14 years ago) we are told that they might as well be called 
unvaccinated. What an amount of infant suffering, 
then, has been endured for nothing! 

The usual newspapers have unscrupulously tried to 
create and foment a “‘scare.’? Although it is admitted 
that the child who was the first to suffer, being only 
three years old, hardly ever left his home, the Evening 
News of July 4 actually, in reference to him, employed 
the headline “* Smallpox ‘contacts’ all over London’’(!) and 
followed the mild piece of information that another 
member of the family “had taken a decided turn for the 
worse and was now certainly ill” (clearly, there had been 
a doubt about it before) with the warning words in italics 
“Ttis a case which had not been vaccinated!’ Fortunately, 
these organs of the Press overdo the matter so obviously 
that only the very foolish and innocent pay any attention 
to them. 


Waste and Insanitation. 

The origin of the smallpox outbreak at Willesden 
remains unsolved. In our view, it is clearly a case of 
the disease starting de novo—as it must have done at least 
once in history. We are informed that, in the district 
concerned, the sewers pass below the houses, with a 
manhole at the front and another at the back. When a 
stoppage occurs, and there is much sun, an offensive 
odour is apt to arise from these manholes. Children 
playing in the street or the small gardens are very close 
to the manholes, and may easily be poisoned. 


Here was a little boy who had practically no contact 
with strangers; all the efforts to trace his infection have 
failed. If the medical view that he must have “caught” 
smallpox from some other person were correct, that other 
person must have been walking about infecting more 
people. Yet all the cases that occurred have been traced 
to the little boy! 

This certainly points to insanitary conditions in or 
near the particular house concerned, to which the smallest 
inmate was the first to fall a victim. The fact is, people 
are unaware of the value of flushing the sewers or drains. 

It is the obvious duty of the authorities either to see 
that the latter are continually flushed or to put up notices, 
requesting people to take this precaution themselves. 
It would cost no more money than to put up notices 
urging vaccination, which is done regardless of expense. 

To show the extravagance of the system of relying on 


vaccination (while to some extent neglecting sanitation) | 
we report the statement made in the House of Commons 
by the Minister of Health on July 3:— 

“ Expenditure on Vaccination.—The Minister of Health stated, 
on July 3, that the sum of £172,558 (expenditure on vaccination 
for the year 1921-22) included £10,158 paid to public vaccinators | 
out of the Exchequer Contribution Account of the local authorities, 
and £162,400 expended by Boards of Guardians out of the rates, 
but he could not supply further details. The number of infants 
vaccinated by public vaccinators during the year ended September 
30th, 1922, was 205,106. It was not possible to state the cost 
per infant vaccinated, as the expenditure on public vaccination 
included also the cost of other vaccinations and re-vaccinations, 
and the necessary administrative expenditure. 

Half this money spent upon our sewerage system would 
banish smallpox altogether. 


A Bold Official Falsehood. 

In reply to a question put by Mr. Gilbert on July 6, 
the Minister of Health stated that the number of deaths 
from certain diseases during the first quarter of the pre- 
sent year have been as follows:—Smallpox, 3; measles, 
1,741; scarlet fever, 263; diphtheria, 742; “sleepy 
sickness,’’? 229. It will be seen that smallpox is still 
a quite negligible factor. 

An amazing answer about the deaths from smallpox 
during 1923 was supplied to Mr. Bromfield on July 10. 
Seven deaths were registered; and we actually find that 
four of them have been accredited to Gloucester during the 
epidemic! This amounts to an absolute falsification of 
history. Never before has it been even suggested that 
there were more than two deaths, and in one of these 
cases another disease (enteritis) was admitted officially 
to be at least equally responsible. We know that the 
one and only death put down to uncomplicated smallpox 
was that of a tiny baby taken from its mother, and we 
believe it died from simple mismanagement. Concerning 
the other child, Tvuth published a curious history, wit- 
nesses alleging that it was strangled by getting its head 
caught between the bars of the cot, when suffering from 
enteritis. As to the two other patients, who, it now 
appears, were actually registered as dying from smallpox, 
we know nothing of the younger one; the other— 
aged 63—was a man who died of hemiplegia, and across 
whose death certificate the Medical Officer of the 
Brookworth Isolation Hospital wrote, “This death was 
in no way due to smallpox.” | 

Thus is medical history made for the misguidance 
of future students. 


A Relic. 


The Bath Chronicle of May 27 informs us of the discovery 
of a remarkable relic—no less venerable than the ‘“‘ horns 
of the cow from which the first vaccine was taken by Dr. 
Edward Jenner, the discoverer of vaccination!’? We are 
not told that they possess miraculous powers, or how much 
the gentleman who has acquired them has paid for them. 
But as it appears that the hide of the same cow is now in 
the Pathological Department of St. George’s Hospital, 
and is surmounted by a pair of wooden horns, we suggest 
that he might complete the effigy by presenting his 
treasure to the Hospital, and possibly a knighthood would 
follow. At the Jenner Relics Museum held in Bristol 
some years ago was exhibited “‘a hair from the cow 
which yielded the first vaccine.” AlII this is very delight- 
ful, but the natural history collectors don’t tell us that 
the great Jenner confessed that this particular cow-pox 
lymph from the first cow was “‘spurious’’! 


‘Cutting Up Insects. 

| After relating the exploits of Dr. Walter Finkler, of 
‘the Vienna Academy of Sciences, in transplanting the 
heads of beetles, a writer in the Los Angeles Examiner of 
June 8 remarks :— 

“Cutting off the head of an insect is a less serious operation to 
an insect than the cutting off a man’s head would be to the man. 
The severed portions of an insect remain alive for a considerable 
time. In the experiments by Dr. Finkler, the severed heads and 
bodies remained alive for about three days. All the way down 
in the history of mankind, which is known to be replete 
with just such experiments on its own kind, not one case 
is reported authentically that was not immediately and completely 
fatal.” 

We presume the reference is to the beheading of 
‘criminals and others, but we were not previously 
aware that the executioner conducted ‘‘experiments,”’ 
and was thus allied to the vivisector. 


The writer informs us that the changing of a beetle’s 
head changes its sex—a piece of information which we 
receive with decided scepticism—and he appears to be 
“quite serious in reporting that the “group of Austrian 
scientists” who are wasting their time in these revolting 
experiments on insects “assert that their methods will 
also be possible of adaptation to human beings’ — 
ultimately ! 


Our Illustration. 


Herr Fliegel, the indefatigable President of the Swiss 
Anti-vivisection League at Zurich, has sent us an admir- 
able pamphlet in 
German, from which 
we have taken the 
liberty of reproduc- 
ing an illustration. 
It represents a cat 
stretched out on a 
board. A large open- 
ing has been made, 
through which the 
mctions of the 
stomach and _ intes- 
tinescan be observed. 
This is called an ab- 
domina! window 
(magenbauchfenster), 
and it is stated that 
the ‘“window- 
animals” have to 
remain stretched in 
this position for 
several days and 
nights. We would |" ee 
draw attention to CRUCIFIED CAT. 


5 From Brun’s Beitrage zur Klinischen 
the fact that this Chirurgie, Vol. 91, 1921, page 550. 
is a modern picture, Dr. C. Borchers. 


being taken from Brun’s Reports on Clinical Surgery, 
dated 1921. 


How Insulin is Tested. 

Professor A. M. Low, writing in the Chiswick Review, 
says :— 

“Tt is unfortunate that as yet there is not a chemical test for 
the activity and purity of insulin and such tests are based on what 
is known as the ‘rabbit dose,’ that is to say, rabbits of definite 
weight are dosed with weighed quantities until convulsions are 
produced; from the quantity so required is calculated the purity 
of the product. In the purest grades, so little as about one-tenth 
of a grain is sufficient to produce this result.” 
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Insulin on the Rates. 

On July 1, a Bill called the “ Public Health (Scotland) 
Amendment Bill’? was read for the second time in the 
House of Commons. It enables local authorities in 
Scotland to provide insulin to persons suffering from 
diabetes. Not only that, but the public could be charged 
with the cost of other substances not yet discovered! 
This was quite openly stated by Mr. Adamson, the 
Secretary for Scotland, who said that “the provisions of 
the Bill might be extended to other diseases—cancer, 
for example—if effective remedies were discovered.”” An 
appeal from Sir G. Berry, Sir W. Joynson-Hicks and 
Mr. Raffan that the provision should not extend beyond 
diabetes and insulin was defeated. 

This legislation in the interests of insulin reminds us 
of the absurd infliction upon the ratepayers of “ botulus 
antitoxin,’”? which, we presume, is still being supplied 
in profusion to centres where it is never wanted. 

Insulin received its boom long before it had had even 
a proper trial. Case after case has occurred:on the lines 
of the following, which we quote from a Canadian paper. 

“John Nicoll, 22 years old, the son of Postmaster and Mrs. 
John Nicoll, 2155 Lorne Street (Regina), died at midnight Saturday 
at Kingston, Ont., following a long illness. Mr. Nicoll went to 
Kingston about a year ago to take the insulin treatment for diabetes, 
and reports of his progress were favourable up to a few hours previous 
to his death. On January 1 he wrote his father that he had gained 
19 Ibs. in the year that he had been taking the treatment and that 
he was feeling fine. The relapse came very suddenly.” 

The italics are ours. It is easy enough to make great 


claims for a treatment if you do not wait for the “relapse.” 


The ‘‘ Humanist.”’ 

In our article on the Humanist last month, we suggested 
to the Right Hon. J. R. Clynes, M.P., that he should 
consider the propriety of “giving up his honorary director- 
ship” of the British Humane Association. We are glad 
to state that he is only a Vice-President of that quaint 
body—we use the word “only” because a Vice-Presidency 
usually implies little more than an ornamental con- 
nection. We are sure that Mr. Clynes does not endorse 
the vivisectionist or vaccinationist policy of the magazine 
of the Association, and that he would have refused the 
use of his name, had it been announced at the beginning. 
As a matter of fact, we are informed that the promoters 
decided at first to be strictly impartial in these con- 
troversial matters. Their ‘“‘Special Correspondent” ap- 
pears to have been too much for them. The Humanist 
is sent out in a wrapper, bearing—with the motto “Do 
unto others as you would they should do unto you’’— 
the Association’s “coat of arms.” This consists of a 
picture of a woman with scales (representing Justice), a 
chained man, a weeping woman, a robust-looking child, 
and—a dog! Considering that the Humanist admittedly 
stands for the vivisection of dogs, it is perhaps appro- 
priate that the dog is the only one of the four subsidiary 
figures who is looking at the woman with the scales— 
doubtless in wonder and protest. 


Doctor and Dog. 

The Daily News of June 18 reported a case of ‘Tetanus 
from Dog Bite.” No dog-hater need use the incident 
as a warning, for on the same page occurs another item 
_‘*Mother Dies from her Baby’s Scratch!” We cannot 
help noticing, however, that when a dog bites a victim, 
nothing is said about tetanus being caused by “‘a germ 
resident in the soil,” but when a doctor vaccinates any- 
body, and tetanus ensues, it is always carefully pointed 
out that the entrance of the germ was purely accidental. 
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oe. he Ny 3; DHE American Journal 
2X one «) of Physiology for Jan- 
Ar uary, 1924, contained 
two articles on ‘‘ Heat 
Regulation and Water Ex- 
change.”’ Experiments were 
made on dogs, which were 
first kept fasting, usually for 
two days. They were then 
trephined under ether, and 
put suddenly into hot or 
cold saline baths, with the 
brain exposed, when it was 
observed that their brains 
bulged, and they panted or 
shivered, as the case might be. We are told that “the 
dogs all enjoyed excellent health and almost never showed 
signs of discomfort or made disturbances of any sort.” 

How accommodating is the dog! Would the vivisector 
have been equally patient ? 

A number of “short-haired dogs in good condition” 
were fasted and then put in a “hot room” in damp air, 
without ventilation. 
during the experiment. A description is given of the 
gradual onset of panting, till it was “very vigorous.” 
Finally, “dog died half-an-hour after removal from hot 
room.’’ This looks uncommonly like stewing or baking 
to death. 

Reference is made to the case of a man, recorded by 
Hunt, who was exposed to dry heat without change in 
blood concentration, and the following remark thereon 
shows that whatever these experiments on dogs may be 
undertaken for, it was not possible to argue from them to 
man :— 

“Why, then, do not dogs, like Hunt’s man, when exposed to 
‘dry’ heat, also maintain constant blood concentration? Con- 
sidering that the evaporating surface of man is both relatively and 
absolutely many times greater than that of dogs, it may be that the 


animal concentrates its blood because it needs further means of 
protection against heat.” 


An abstract inquiry, evidently; certainly not worth 
cooking a dog for. 

FEEDING EXPERIMENTS ON RATS. 

The same journal contains, in its February issue, the 
record of some feeding experiments on rats, which reveals 
little save the variability of the results achieved, and the 
hopelessness of reaching scientific conclusions. 

The vitamin fad finds employment for a large number of 
experimenters. After a long account of the results of 
adding human and dog urine to the diet of rats, we have 
an article the purpose of which is to show 

“First, on a diet too low in protein, not all animals show edema 


[swelling]. Second, on a diet deficient in fat soluble A vitamin, 
not all animals develop xerophthalmia [an eye affection].” 


That is, the above statements as to diet results having 
been made by one set of vivisectors, another set had to 
disprove them. The fact of individuality (which is as 
much a factor with rats as with men) upsets all the work 
of laboratory experimenters. ‘What is one man’s food 
is another man’s poison,” is a maxim remembered and 
acted upon by the wise physician, but rather resented, 
as being unaccountable, by the vivisectors. The muddle 
in which they find themselves, after the rats have declined 
to sustain the réle of automata or pegs upon which to 
hang theories, may be gauged by the following extracts, 
which are only samples :— 


They were not allowed water’ 


USELESS TORTURE’S WEARY ROUND. 


————_______ 


} 
) 

“Kohman was unable to explain why some of the rats on the 
low-protein-carrot diet develop edema and others do not. She 
questions why the tissues of one rat undergo changes which cause > 
them to retain fluid to an excessive degree and those of another 
rat do not undergo the same changes, when both rats are from the 
same litter, have the same weight and are receiving equal amounts 
of the same food.” | 

“Walker observed xerophthalmia in rats on a vitamin-A-free 
diet in only 5 out of 64 rats in one case, and found 6 out of 38 tats 
in another case on a diet lower in protein. This being unlike the 
figures of Emmett (120 out of 122) or Osborne and Mendel (69 out — 
of 136) he points to the possibility, suggested by Carlson, that — 
there may be a hereditary disposition or idiosyncrasy in the 
development of xerophthalmia.” 


sit : : ‘ 
Here are variations indeed! How triumphantly sure 
must Emmett have felt of Ais theory, which was apparently 
only “proved”? when he himself was the experiment 
As to the suggestion of heredity— : 
“Our data on the production of edema give no adequate proof 
of a hereditary factor. There seems to be no greater percentage — 
of rats from edematous parents or grandparents developing edema 
than rats from normal parents developing edema.” 


And, of course, the production of xerophthalmia would — 
follow the same rule. Disease may be hereditary when 
acquired in the natural way, but that deliberately induced 
in the laboratory is usually confined to the actual victims. t 

The following is an interesting item. Although the - 
intention of the experimenters is to produce a disease, 
we have no doubt that some may do this with more con- 
sideration for the animals than others, and their general 
treatment probably accounts largely for the variable 
results :— 

“Bulley feels that the occurrence of xerophthalmia is due to 
an infection. She states that her animals were free from 
xerophthalmia, because they were kept in the cleanest and 


healthiest conditions, care being taken to treat the sore eyes with 
boracic acid.” 


Altogether, a wasted research. If money were diverted 
from these foolish and minute investigations into the 
diet of rats, and given to feeding necessitous human 
beings, the vitamins would take care of themselves. 

HEAT PRODUCTION IN DOGS. 

The next article records some experiments on dogs, the | 
object of which was to discover their “ respiratory quotient 
and the heat production over many successive short 
periods” —why, nobody knows. Sometimes, side by side 
with this, the action of adrenalin or glucose was studied. 

Although these experiments involved discomfort rather 
than pain, the record gives some idea of the life of a 
laboratory dog, prior to the occasion which may be 
selected for his final and fatal experiment. 

The unnatural confinement of the victim is the first 
thing that strikes the sympathetic imagination. Happily, 
men can be punished now for keeping a dog for a long 
period on the chain. The vivisector is not punished, but 
highly honoured; yet he, too, callously ignores the fact 
that a dog needs exercise and change. The writer of this 
article (Hubert D. Kitchen) states that the animals have 
first to be “carefully trained by a laboratory assistant.” — 

“In the first period of training, the dog is placed on the table 
for an hour or less, with feet held in place by restraining straps. 
In the second period, the mask is put on without being adjusted 
tightly, and in the third, the mask is placed in position, the neck 


is wound with a rubber dental dam in the usual manner, and the 
dog is left on the table for a much longer time.” 


We are told that these dogs had been “ kept in individual 
cages, and liberated daily while the cages were being 
cleaned.”” This liberation had for its object neither the 
comfort of the dog nor even the convenience of the cleaner, 
but the success of the experiment. We are informed that 
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“During our earlier experiments it was found that the animals 
came very much excited on being taken from the cage, apparently 
‘cause of the novelty of being out of the cage. ‘Therefore, the 
\imals were allowed a few minutes’ liberty each day. As anti- 
pated, this seems to reduce the excitement incidental to their 
sing handled experimentally... . 

fe have noted on several occasions that a dog’s temperature 
ses 1 deg. C. or more, from the excitement and exertion of being 
‘at of its cage for a few minutes.” 

Lovers of dogs will appreciate what life must mean to 
jese active, companionable animals, when “being out 
f the cage” is such a “novelty” as to produce such great 
excitement and exertion”! Clearly, the dogs used in 
ne earlier experiments were never let out at all, except 
» be placed on the table. 

' A fifteen-hour fast preceded each experiment. Starving 
3, of course, part of the normal routine of laboratories. 
Vhen the dogs were fed, the material sometimes had to be 
ntroduced by stomach tube, “a procedure which is 
urprisingly well tolerated.” 

The animals having been “trained” to lie with masks 
wer their faces for hours, they usually assisted the 
‘ivisector with the wonderful docility and obligingness 
ff the canine character; the ‘“‘bad-natured”’ ones, we are 
old, were ‘“‘discarded immediately.” But evidently 
t had been felt that these were experiments which war- 
anted the use of anesthesia. The reason why it was not 
yersisted in is given as follows :— 

“In some of the earlier experiments on the calorigenic action 
of adrenalin attempts were made to anesthetise the animals 
with urethane. . . Some animals, sensitive to the drug, would 
re deeply influenced by it, others would vomit or expel the rectal 
njection and remain in an excited condition unless more of the 


irug were administered, when they might succumb to an overdose. 


Zven when deeply under the urethane, however, excessive flow of 
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saliva made them poor subjects for experimentation and neces- 
sitated the occasional removal of the mask.” 
Another article records some frightful vivisections 


under ether, beginning with the remark :— 

“The animals used in these experiments were nine dogs . 
which had previously served in a course of operative surgery con- 
ducted by Dr. E. C. Cutler. . . The dogs had completely 
recovered from the last operation. .. . All food, with the 
exception of water, was withheld for the 24 hours preceding the 


experiment.” 
Then comes the relation of experiments “to determine 


the réle of saline infusions,” in dogs from which the 
thyroid and parathyroid glands had been removed. 
Preliminary starvation as usual. 

Next follows an account of experiments on etherised cats, 
the number of cats used running almost up to a thousand. 

We will not weary our readers by describing all the 
other articles in this journal, but those that provide the 
greatest evidence of suffering are perhaps those dealing 
with that godsend to the vivisector — insulin. These 
we summarised last month. Suffice it to say that the 
history of the dogs— the cutting out of the pancreas, 
the fluctuations between weakness and comparative 
strength, the emaciation, the convulsions, the discovery 
on autopsy of ulcers in the stomach, etc.—form sickening 
reading. Of one dog we are told that ‘‘the legs moved 
constantly as in walking, while lying on the side’’ till 
“respiration stopped suddenly,” and ‘the dog seemed 
conscious to the end.” 

Diabetes itself can never have caused the amount of 
torture that has been and is, and that is apparently 
likely to continue indefinitely to be, inflicted on the 
animal “material” upon which the alleged virtues of 
insulin are being investigated. 


- UR friends will recall the following 
resolution, passed unanimously at the 
ge Council Meeting of the British Union on 
Sy May 29:— 


Health to put an end to the experiments by Dr. 
Mellanby (at Sheffield) and others, whereby the 
disease of rickets is artificially induced in dogs and other animals, 
involving their prolonged suffering, in view of the assurance given 
in the House of Lords on March 25th by Lord Knutsford, and 
endorsed on behalf of the Government by Lords Haldane and 
/Parmoor, that the problem of rickets has been solved, both as to 
prevention and cure, and the disease conquered; which destroys 
‘the pretext used to justify these experiments, and proves their 
continuance to be as useless and purposeless as it is cruel and 
immoral.” 


The Secretary of the British Union having forwarded 
‘it to the Home Secretary, the following reply, signed 
by the Rt. Hon. Sir John Anderson (Permanent Under- 
‘Secretary of State), was received :— 

HoME OFFICE, 


WHITEHALL, 
14th July, 1924. 


| MapAam,— 

With reference to your letters of the 13th ult., addressed to the 
Prime Minister and the Minister of Health, forwarding a copy of a 
Resolution regarding certain experiments on living animals 
performed by Professor Edward Mellanby, which was passed by 
a meeting of Delegates from Branches of the British Union for 
Abolition of Vivisection at Caxton Hall on the 29th May last, 
I am directed by the Secretary of State to say that he is advised 
_ that the research for which certificates under the Act 39 and 40 
Vic., cap. 77 were granted to Professor Mellanby concerns an 
investigation into deficiency diseases as a whole and is not restricted 
to the discovery of the causes and cure of rickets. Its object is to 


“This meeting calls upon the Minister of | 


Dr. WMellanby’s Experiments. 


advance knowledge of the subject of dietetics with a view to bring- 
ing about an improvement in physical development, functional 
efficiency, and physiological resistance to diseases. 

The Secretary of State is informed that the investigation is not 
yet completed, and the reports of the Inspectors, who have kept 
in close touch with the work, contain nothing which would justify 
him in interfering with Professor Mellanby’s authority to perform 
the experiments in question. 

Iam, Madam, 
Your obedient Servant, 
Joun ANDERSON. 


Miss Kidd sent the following rejoinder :— 
July 
SIR, 


I thank you for your full and courteous reply to the Resolution 
of the Council of the British Union for Abolition of Vivisection, 
explaining the reason why Professor Mellanby and others are still 
performing feeding experiments on dogs and other animals. It is 
quite certain i 


15, 1924: 


that, unless a stop is put to such experiments, you 
will be “advised” to continue them indefinitely. 

“Improvement in physical development, functional efficiency 
and physiological resistance to diseases” can be attained by each 
separate individual at will, subject to proper conditions of living, 
which are well known, though not always attainable. So long as 
public money is wasted upon abstruse and hair-splitting investiga- 
tions into all the diseases ever known on this planet—followed, 
perhaps, by investigations into diseases that astronomers opine may 
possibly exist on Mars—the attainment of those conditions will be 
proportionately retarded. 

I note that the Inspectors under the Act 39 & 40 Vic. cap. 77 
are in close touch with Professor Mellanby’s work, but as one of 
these Inspectors is an ex-vivisector, my Council do not attach 
importance to that; mor do they believe that such inspection 
would prevent sufferings such as those detailed in the accompany- 
ing publications of the British Union. 

I am, yours faithfully, 
Beatrice E. Kipp. 
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A CENTURY OF HUMANE PROGRESS. 


HIS year being the Centenary year of the 

R.S.P.C.A., everybody should procure the volume 

just issued by that Society, called: “A Century 
of Work for Animals.’ With the portrait of Richard 
Martin as its frontispiece, it gives an interesting account 
of the gradual steps by which cruelty has been fought and 
to some extent conquered in this country. 

A hundred years ago, the man who suggested any kind of 
protection for an animal was regarded as a “crank,” and 
was probably less understood and more virulently attacked 
than the modern Anti-vivisectionist. Thus, a clergy- 
man, who had the courage to speak up for “brutes” in his 
pulpit, is said to have incurred “ almost universal disgust. 
The mention of dogs and horses was censured as a prosti- 
tution of the dignity of the pulpit!’ The difficulty of 
teaching children to be kind to animals must have been 
considerable, for they were constant witnesses of the most 
barbaric tortures inflicted upon them for the mere pleasure 
of their parents and guardians. The same thing is true 
to-day to a certain extent; but when we condemn the 
cruelties of modern sport, we can at least congratulate 
ourselves that such acts as dressing up dogs and bulls with 
fireworks and setting them alight in the presence of a 
crowd have passed into oblivion. The history of mankind 
is largely a history, not only of strife and bloodshed, but 
of cruelty which is purely demoniac. And it was not 
until civilisation had in other respects advanced far that 
it began to dawn upon our ancestors that cruelty is a sin. 

The history of the R.S.P.C.A. is decidedly encouraging. 
In size and in influence it has grown year by year, and 
although other, smaller organisations may claim a con- 
siderable part of the credit for some of the reforms which 
will inevitably be attributed to it, the fact remains that 
in its hundred years it has achieved enough to be proud of. 

The Society’s views on vivisection are given in Chapter 
XII. We have a certain amount of sympathy with the 
point of view therein expressed. Considering that its 
supporters are so divided on this “‘ controversial”? subject, 
we realise that its officials may well hesitate at the pros- 
pect of having to curtail the number of inspectors (which 
we presume would be the selected, though not the only 
conceivable, alternative) by reason of the withdrawal of 
subscriptions which inconsistent humanitarians give only 
on condition that “‘scientific” cruelties are not opposed. 
Moreover, the Society claims that it does oppose vivi- 
section when proved to be painful, but that it ‘can only 
prosecute on direct evidence, which it has to produce in 
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Chief Secretary of the R.S.P.C.A., and Wellesley Pain, Editor. 
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all its cases’-—this being easy to secure in the case of th 
costermonger and his donkey, but practically impossibl 
in the case of the vivisector. 

We have, however, one serious complaint to mak 
concerning Chapter IX., which is entitled ‘‘ Animals anc 
the Law.” That chapter mentions various legislativ: 
improvements, Act following Act; and, reaching the 
year 1876, it naturally records the passage of the Viyi- 
section Act. The summary of that Act here given is, 
however, entirely misleading, and would lead any 
uninstructed person, studying the chapter as a record of 
successive legislative efforts, to believe that all cruelty. 
in vivisection is at an end. Here is the entire passage :—. 

“ Passing now to the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876, which is stil] 
in force, this Act regulates the practice of vivisection. It provides, | 
as has already been mentioned, in general that only persons holding | 
a licence from a Secretary of State shall perform painful experi-. 
ments on animals. It enacts that all animals must, during the 
whole of such experiments, be under the influence of an anesthetic | 
of sufficient power to prevent their feeling pain, and that, if the 
pain is likely to continue after the effect of the anzsthetic has 
ceased, they must be killed before recovering sensibility. 

“ Before the Act of 1876 was passed the Society exerted its influence 
to abolish the grave abuses which then existed. Since the passing 
of the Act, it has confined its attention to ensuring—so far as it 
is able under the Government system of inspection—that the 
provisions and safeguards of the Act are properly enforced. Owing 


to the experiments taking place in secret, prosecutions are extremely 
difficult.” 


This description suggests that, ‘“‘abuses” having been 
stopped, the provisions of the Act are entirely satis- 
factory! Nothing is said of the certificates, under which 
any cruelty can take place—cruelty with which the 
R.S.P.C.A. could not interfere, even if the experiments 
were no? secret, since they are entirely legal. We could 
wish that the authors had drafted the above passage with 
more care, and thus avoided the representation of anti- 
vivisection effort as needless and absurd. 

In spite of this flaw, we recommend the book, for it is 
well to see from what depths of barbarity we have emerged, 
and how far we have travelled, in order to gain courage 
and hope for the future. There is still a long way to go, 
and we feel as we read that the dawn of the day when 
vivisection itself will be looked back upon as a practice 
of the dark ages is inevitable. 


by Fraser Mackenzie, entitled Is Medicine In- 
fallible? It pours well-deserved censure upon the 
General Medical Council for its apparent acceptance of 
the theory “‘criticism is harmful.” 
Says the writer :— 


“Formerly, medical theories were taken for gospel—in spite 


9] Bare National Review for July contained an article 


of the fact that they were (and are still) constantly changing. | 


With the exception of a few brilliant satirists such as Molieére, 
Daudet, Bernard Shaw, etc., most people have accepted the 
‘Art of Medicine’ as one of the sciences, based on facts and 
natural laws... 

“The Press, as a whole, whether from fear of falling into error, 
or whether saved by the maternal care of their medical corres- 
pondents, have always refrained from criticising medical opinions; 
and with marvellous self-restraint have never taken the liberty 
to point out the unscientific nature of all the old, discarded and 
worn-out theories. In this respect we feel that the Press has not 
served the public well. . 

“One had hoped that with a civilian Minister of Health there 
would be frank, free and impartial investigation into all matters 
connected with health. Up till now, he has remained under the 
domination of the medical officials. So we are blessed, not with 
a Ministry of Health but with a Ministry of Doctors.” 


This brings us to the attitude of the General Medical 
Council, which dominates both the Press and the Health 
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jnistry. The hierarchy of doctors, says the writer, 
ave “revelled in an artificial paradise of mutual adula- 
‘on”—and hated criticism, or the heresy of a different 
atlook. He recalls how Harvey, Lister, Barker and 
(ahnemann have been denounced, ridiculed, ignored, 
ntil (and even beyond the time when) their principles were 


ecepted. And he adds :— 


'“When a Had- 

ven, rightly or THE WAY 
‘rongly, objects 

5 some medical |,\o-. ( {DONT OU Ween Te 
arethods and INFALLIBLE, WEAR 
‘enies certain 


‘rthodox claims, 
hey declare him 
. traitor, and do 
‘ot adopt the sim- 
le way, ‘we will 


\ 
‘| THIS INFALLIGLE 
Pie HARM, OR Be 
\ 7. ay CLUBREO Te 
- BY OF ATH — 


quire.’ ” 
' Without criti- 
ism, he points — 
out, there can 5 ‘Seana: YW 
ee ; 


ye little hope 
of real progress ; 
sut criticism is 
just what this 


' Baas te 
WELL HAVE HIM \ 
KNOW THAT ON THE ~ 

SUBJECT OF MASKS 


ee OTHER 1 
; WE RE- ET 
2 


sonservative ote 
profession will \ 
not have. He 


betrays, per- 
haps uncon- 
sciously, more 
insight and a 
severer judg- 
ment than is 
allowed to ap- 
pear in the rest 
of the article 
when he naively 


remarks that if CHORUS 
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except to remark that we do not think he strengthens the 
case for that system by claiming for it the alleged virtues 
of inoculation in the war. Our special interest is in the 
other points he raises. 
Note this significant record of fact :— 
“In the middle of last century, the Medical Council prosecuted 
a homeopathic doctor for manslaughter, because he did not bleed 
a dying patient.” 
Medical _his- 
_., tory has always 
had its martyrs 
—men ultimate- 
ly proved to have 
been in the 
right, but per- 
secuted because 
they ventured, 
by their differ- 
ent practice, to 
condemn the cur- 


You REFUSE THE USE GF ) 
THE INFALLIBLE REMEOY 
~~ OF BLEEDING, WELL 


To THE RACK You Go 


Den T Com SuLT, 


mith TRAN aus, Il er rent teaching of 
iy ig y the day. The 
ay same spirit is 

‘ certainly _ still 


abroad. We were 
told recently by 
a delegate from 
one of our Aus- 
tralian Branches, 
that during the 
great influenza 
scare, a year or 
two ago, a Syd- 
ney doctor was 
actually prosecu- 
ted for refusing 
to wear a mask, 
‘which he rightly 


only a philan- 
thropist would offer a prize for the best essay criticising 
our medical system, ‘‘doctors would fall over one another 
in their efforts to point out errors of the present system 
which are known perfectly well to the profession but 
not to the public.” 

On the main theme of the writer—the official neglect 
and boycott of homeopathy—we will make no comment, 


regarded as un- 
hygienic. No other doctor stood by this sensible member 
of the profession; whatever they may have thought, 
they allowed him to be condemned and punished! 

We have, in a general way, attained religious toleration ; 
but medical toleration is still a thing unknown. That is 
why only a score or two of doctors dare to enrol themselves 
under the banner of the British Union. 


qn Example fo our Rulers. 


HE following letter to Dr. Hadwen from the Governor 
© of the State of Maine, U.S.A., tells its own story— 
STATE OF MAINE. 
Office of the Governor. 
Augusta. June 16, 1924. 
DEAR Dr. HADWEN. 

I have before me the June 2 edition of the ABOLITIONIST, 
and have read with special interest your article “ Vivi- 
section and Public Money.” It occurs to me that you 
might not have heard of the Maine law for which I was 
responsible, and which provides that no public money 
shall be paid to public schools in which vivisection is 
_ practised. 

This law is a decided step in advance and prevents 
those experiments with frogs and other small animals 
that have become altogether too prevalent in the science 
courses in some of our institutions. The law is as follows: 


PUBLIC LAWS OF MAINE, 
1919 


Chapter 208. 
An Act TO PREVENT CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 
‘Be it enacted by the People of the State of Maine, as follows :-— 

“Sec. 1.—Vivisection in Schools supported wholly or in part by 
public money, prohibited. No person in any of the schools of the 
State supported wholly or in part by public money, shall practise 
vivisection or perform any experiment upon a living animal, or 
exhibit to any pupil in such school an animal which has been 
vivisected or experimented upon. 

“Sec, 2.—Penalty for violation: revocation of teacher’s certificate. 
Whoever wilfully violates the provisions of this Act shall be 
punished by a fine of not less than ten nor more than twenty-five 
dollars, and if the person found guilty of such violation is a teacher 
in any of the said schools, the State Superintendent of Schools 
shall revoke the certificate of said teacher.” 


Very truly yours, 
PERCIVAL T. BAXTER, 


Dr. Walter R. Hadwen. Governor of Maine. 
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THE HOME OF INSULIN. : 


FE know enough from Dr. Banting’s 
own recital to realise that his 
discovery of insulin caused the 
greatest misery to dogs. Toronto 
University is evidently a hell for 
animals, and some light is thrown 
upon what goes on there in the 
following letter, which appeared 

. in the Ottawa Citizen of May 21. 
\ The writer is Mrs. Adela W. G. 

‘} Henderson, B.A., who studied at 
the University not so long ago. 
All honour to her for coming forward publicly with this 
testimony, in which the dissimulation of the vivisectors 
is seen as clearly as their barbarity. 

“During one of the practical lectures in biochemistry which were 
held in the medical building of the University of Toronto, there 
suddenly burst forth the agonising cry of some poor dog in torture. 
It became so piteous I was unable to go on with the lecture. I 
spoke to the instructing doctor regarding the cries, and was told 


that the dogs were lost, and simply howling to be let out, but were 
being kept for their owners till Claimed. 


“Of course, I could not contradict, but I had had, as a child, 
and even up to the time in question, dogs as companions and play- 
mates; and never once had I heard that particular cry, Save when 
hurt physically. I was unable to get at the dogs, which I tried to 
do, because the passage to the apartment whence the cries came 
was barricaded. 


“This is my personal experience while an undergraduate at the 
University of Toronto during the year 1913. This was the only 
occurrence of the description throughout my course. Still, I am 
convinced that no dog would utter the sudden, heart-rending cries 
I heard through being confined in a strange place. Neither did 
I then know, nor have I since learned, that the University of Toronto 
medical building was used as a philanthropical ‘pound’ for stray- 
ing animals, awaiting reclamation by their owners.” 

We are indebted to The Torch, the official organ of the 
Canadian Anti-vaccination League, for the following 
story of how a Toronto lady rescued her pet dog from 
vivisection. She is Mrs. de Lestard, 191, College Street, 
Toronto. The story appears to be quoted from the News 
Mirror, as follows :— 

**Pet dogs are stolen regularly in Toronto by a gang of 
boys who work for a young scoundrel whose only business 
is systematic dog-stealing,”’ said Mrs. de Lestard to the 
News Mirror. “My dog was an Airedale, almost pure 
bred and a good hunter, for whom I had refused offers of 
25 dollars. He was stolen by an agent of the young 
ruffian who has organized the gang of thieves, and the 


University authorities paid three dollars for him, whic] 
is the regular price they pay for stolen dogs. 

‘My dog disappeared on March 7 last, and I advertisec 
for him for a week without result. On March 13 I gol 
a message from a friend in the evening telling me my dog 
had been seen in the University kennels. It was about 
10 o'clock at night, but I went right over to the University 
grounds. I knocked at the door of the insulin building, 
in which there was a light, and, as luck would have it, 
a man came out whom I knew and who knew my dog, 
He said my dog was not there, but I insisted on looking 
over their dogs. They had three, a collie, a brindle 
pup and another, all apparently in severe pain. 

‘I said: ‘You people have my dog here somewhere, and]. 
want you to bring it back to-morrow or I will storm this. 
building and make more trouble than you ever had before,’ 

“I went home and, sure enough, my dog was brought | 
back next day.” 

“Was the dog in good shape?” asked the News Mirror. | 

“No,” said Mrs. de Lestard. ‘He was too stiff to 
walk, couldn’t recognise me and was unable to bark. J 
got him out on Friday, and I believe he was to be operated 
on on Monday. The Humane Society Inspector said he 
had been doped.” 

Mrs. de Lestard then told of catching the boy with the 
bag of cats. “‘This boy admitted he was working for the 
same head of the gang of dog thieves with whom the 
University deals,” she said. ‘So did the chap who 
stole my dog. Do you think the University believes it 
can buy for three dollars Airedales, collies and brindle 
bulls like I saw there? Not at all. They must know 
quite well that the dogs are stolen. The youngsters who 
bring them in get a few cents per dog, but the big rake-off 
goes to the head of the gang.” 

“What happened to the chap you caught with the bag, 
who was arrested?” asked the News Mirror. 

‘““What always happens in Toronto?” replied Mrs. de 
Lestard. ‘‘The case was hushed up.” | 

In our next issue we shall have something to reveal ; 
concerning Dr. Banting himself. The cruelties that are _ 
going on in Toronto are of interest to everybody in this — 
country, because insulin is the boast of the hour, and is — 
even being put on the rates; while Toronto University is 
regarded by British vivisectionists as a kind of El Dorado, 
where the treasures of medical discovery are made, and 
whence blessings are showered over the whole world. 


Our Itast Social. 


HE Members’ Meeting and Social, held on June 26 

in the Caxton Hall, Westminster, was particularly 

successful. The large room was more than full, 
in spite of the fact that the meeting unfortunately con- 
flicted with an important one convened by-the R.S.P.C.A., 
which kept a few away. 

Dr. Hadwen took the chair, and, in moving the adoption 
of the Report, gave some idea of the work of the Society, 
adding a considerable amount of useful information on 
Anti-vivisection generally. Miss Reynolds having 
seconded, the Report was unanimously adopted. 

Mrs. Keith Mackenzie then gave a most interesting and 


eloquent account of her work in the shop campaigns, as 
a result of which several new helpers came forward at the 
close of the meeting and offered various forms of service. 

A short but delightful musical programme was rendered 
by Miss M. Silvester Blunt, Mr. Fred Treadgold 
(vocalists), and Miss Lacey (violinist). Several questions 
were answered and short speeches made by members of the 
audience, after which tea was served. We were pleased 
to note the attendance of many strangers. 

The next Social will be held on November 6, and 
Mrs. Hayburn, a member of the Committee, has kindly 
promised to secure for us a short Broadcast Concert. 


AuGustT 1, 1924. 


‘/EASTBOURNE. LIBEL ACTION THREATENED. 
A lively Press controversy has created a great deal of interest 
in Eastbourne. The bone of contention is the local hospital 
(the Princess Alice Memorial Hospital), the Chairman of its Com- 
imittee, Sir C. O’Brien Harding, M.D., protesting strongly against 
‘the statement made by the Committee of our local Branch that it 
,is licensed for vivisection. That is a fact, but throughout the 
correspondence the chairman has appeared blind to it. 
Correspondence began early in May, and throughout June a 
‘game of ‘‘battledore and shuttlecock” was indulged in. It seemed 
| quite useless for our friends to reiterate the simple facts—that the 
| hospital is licensed, and that Dr. Shera (who will be remembered 
_by his controversy with Dr. Hadwen in Truth, reproduced in our 
j pamphlet, The Fraud of Inoculation), not only holds a licence for 
‘use there, but also certificates A and B, enabling him both to 
_perform experiments without anesthetics and to operate on 
| animals under anesthetics and allow them to recover therefrom. 
, It appears from the letters of the chairman and the licensee himself, 
' that, so far, Dr. Shera has only used his certificate B for inocula- 
tions, which he has performed with anesthetics. That, however, 
does not alter the nature of the certificates themselves, or the fact 
that he is a licensee, which has been repeatedly denied by Sir 
_C. O’Brien Harding; and at last Miss Kidd stepped in with a 
letter in which she remarked that the Hospital Committee evidently 
' did not understand the Act. 
i] 


That Committee concocted a form of apology, which our Branch 
was requested to sign and publish in three of the local papers, 
_and thus do public penance for having simply stated the facts! 
This request being naturally ignored, the Hospital Committee 
wrote to say that they must consult their solicitor. 

On May 30, an admirably worded petition signed by nearly 400 
_ people, many of them subscribers, was sent to the Hospital Chair- 
_ man, asking that the licence for vivisection should be abandoned, 
- pointing out that this could not involve serious consequence, since 
“in the whole of England (outside the London area, and excluding 
mental hospitals), only eight hospitals maintained by public 

subscription” hold licences. 

Subscriptions to the hospital began to fall off, and the Committee 

threatened our Branch with a libel action which was to run into 
“thousands of pounds!” 

On June 17 Miss Bear, our Hon. Secretary, received a solicitor’s 
letter, repeating the strange declaration that it was untrue that 
any vivisection could be performed at the Hospital, and saying 
that unless the apology above referred to were published, the 
Hospital Committee would ‘“‘take such action as they might be 
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advised.” Apparently they have been “‘advised’’—very wisely— | 


to do nothing. Meanwhile, the continued Press correspondence 
has afforded an excellent advertisement of our Cause. 
BRIGHTON. ANIMAL WELFARE. 

Under the auspices of the Brighton and District Branch of 
the B.U.A.V. (the Hove Branch co-operating), the meetings held 
for ‘‘Animals’ Welfare Week,” May 25-31, were well attended by 
an appreciative audience. There were five meetings this year, 
beginning on the Thursday previous, May 22, in Southwick. 
The speakers were Mrs. Harold Massingham, Mrs. Beatrice Ensor, 
and Mr. Norman Graham, and each speaker brought forward the 
different forms of cruelty used in providing us with gloves, furs, 
etc. The Secretary of the above Branch would like to take this 
opportunity of thanking those of her own members, clergy, and the 
managers of picture theatres who helped her to make the ‘‘ week” 
a success. All expenses were paid and a balance sent to the 
Secretary of the ‘National Council for Animals’ Welfare Week.” 
NOTTINGHAM. A THEOLOGICAL COLLEGE. 

Correspondence has taken place in the Nottingham Guardian, 
arising from the remarks of Mr. Fraser Hewes at the Annual Meeting 
of the local Branch. Mr. Hewes complained of the indifference 
of ministers of religion, and related how he had applied to the 
Principal of Paton College for permission to address the students 
on vivisection. The Principal had replied very courteously, 
saying he recognised the importance of the subject, but since it 
did not come within the scope of the curriculum, Mr. Hewes must 
make arrangements with the students themselves. There the 
matter ended, for application to the senior student met with no 
success. Mr. Hewes thought that “our future ministers of religion” 
ought to make it a matter of duty to examine the subject, but the 
students themselves complained that their working hours were 
long already, and that they had not time to attend an anti- 
vivisection lecture. 

Letters passed on the question whether ministers were “narrow,” 
and whether or not this was due to the limited range of their 


| appeal will not be vain. 
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studies, and their detachment from burning moral questions of 
the day. We hope the correspondence has at least made some of 
these young men realise their duty, as Christians, to make up 
their minds about vivisection; and clearly, the first step they 
must take is to learn the facts. 


MANCHESTER. A PROPOSED NEW VENTURE. 

A band of workers has done good service in this centre. Ladies 
attended the Cathedral Services on May 25 and distributed litera- 
ture outside, the Dean asking for a supply. The Rev. H. H. 
Johnson, B.A., a Vice-President of our Branch, condemned 
vivisection at a meeting held in the Lord Mayor’s Parlour during 
Animal Welfare Week, and Principal Graham gave un anti- 
vivisection address, Miss C. E. Andrews speaking on ‘Humane 
Slaughtering.” The British Union efforts were directed chiefly 
towards co-operation with the local R.S.P.C.A. friends, especially 
during the Centenary Week, when many of our workers were busy 
in the streets and in house-to-house visiting, 20,000 anti-vivisection 
leaflets being thus circulated. Thanks are due to Miss Hallowell, 
Mrs. Platt, Miss Jenkins, Miss Dorsett, Mrs. Heron, Mrs. Cadman, 
Mrs. Middleton and other helpers. In addition to this special 
A.V. propaganda, they helped in general educational work during 
the ‘““Week,” and Mr. Middleton received a letter of appreciation 
from the R.S.P.C.A. headquarters in London. 

Mr. Middleton attends meetings continually, raising points 
concerning anti-vivisection in the discussion, by request. The 
Editor of an important paper has sent twice to him for information, 
our offices being now recognised as a centre for animal protection 
work. 

A scheme is on foot to acquire a business in a central position, 
for the sale of articles required by humanitarians—such as baskets, 
brushes, medicines, unconnected with vivisection, etc. It would 
be called ‘‘The Animal Welfare Shop,” and we have no doubt 
many useful things would be sold as substitutes for articles 
obtained by methods of cruelty. For a short period each year 
it would be used for one of our shop campaigns. Mr. Middleton is 
informed that a capital of £1,000 would be required, and already 
£250 has been promised, subject to the venture being made. We 
trust that further provisional offers will be forthcoming. 

HOVE. A SHOP CAMPAIGN. 

Our Hove Branch has held another shop campaign, which was 
a brilliant success. We believe this is the first occasion on which 
the local workers managed a shop entirely alone, Mr. Maurice 
Toms, who was at the opening, being obliged to leave it for van 
work. We are informed that two doctors and several veterinary 
surgeons, besides nurses, signed the Petition, expressing the fullest 
sympathy with our work. The opposition arguments of medical 
students and others were very easily met by our lady friends, 
whom we heartily congratulate on their courage and ability. 

The chief helpers were the following :—Miss Bird, Mrs. Wonfor, 
Mrs. Whyte-Butler, Mrs. Anderson-Shawe, Mrs. Page, Miss 
Haddon, Mrs. Wedderburn, Miss Harrington, Mrs. and Miss Moffat, 
Miss Mayall, Miss Nailard, Miss Sybil Carter, Mr. Singer, and 
Miss Kemp, Hon. Secretary. 

THE FEDERATION VAN. 

The Federation, which comprises the Branches in Sussex, Kent, 
Surrey, Hampshire, and the Isle of Wight, has not yet paid off 
its debt on the original purchase of the van. Running expenses 
are easily met; but the Federation appeals for twelve donations 
of £10 each from persons living in the area, who would have the 
satisfaction of seeing how the effort works. We trust that the 
The van is doing splendid work, which 
Mr. Maurice Toms would like the opportunity of demonstrating 
before those inclined to help. 


| SPEAKERS IN HYDE PARK. 


Mr. P. Lewis asks any friend who is willing to assist him in his 
volunteer open-air crusade to communicate with him at 6, Duckett 
Road, Harringay, N.4. He usually speaks on Sunday evenings in 
Hyde Park between 6 and 9, and would arrange to meet 
friends by appointment. Those who could relieve him by taking 
the platform at intervals would be specially welcome. His 
usual ‘‘pitch” is near the Newspaper Kiosk, Marble Arch. 


DO YOU LIVE IN NORWOOD? 

Persons resident in Norwood, Brixton, Tulse Hill, Herne Hill 
or Dulwich, who would like to see a Branch of the British Union 
there, are asked to communicate with headquarters. We have an 
earnest worker who is desirous of establishing such a Branch. 
An appeal made at the Annual Meeting brought him into touch with 
one such person. But two members do not make a Branch, any 
more than one swallow makes a summer. More, please! 
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DEAL MEMBERS HONOURED. 

We need not particularise the services which Justices of the 
Peace can do for human liberty and in defence of animals. Our 
local Branch has just added two to its membership—not by enrolling 
them, but by the honour being conferred upon them. The wife of 


one of the new J .P.’s was already a J.P. and a member of our local 
Committee. 


NEWCASTLE. OBITUARY. 
A greatly esteemed and aged member of our Newcastle Branch 
has just passed away in the person of Mrs. Minnie Hopper. 


AucusT 1, 1924. — 


Although in her 90th year, she was tireless in writing letters t 
well-known people up to the last, and frequently applied to us 
for the literature suited to each particular case. She had been 
vegetarian for nearly half a century, and was an accomplisheg 
linguist and musician and the wife of a composer. 


RADLETT. OBITUARY. ; bs 

The Radlett Branch has suffered a serious loss by the passing 
away of Mrs. Bond, a member of the Committee and an ardent 
Anti-vivisectionist. 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BIRKENHEAD. 

On June 29 Mr. Middleton was invited to address the Theosophi- 
cal Society on “‘ Universal Kinship.” A large gathering listened 
with interest, asking questions at the close. Hospitality was 
kindly given by friends in Heswall, and several interviews were 
arranged on the following day. 

BLACKHEATH. 

Our Blackheath Branch has had a series of excellent meetings. 

May 19.—Miss Crofton addressed the women of the Wesleyan 
Church, Brockley, on ‘Florence Nightingale and 
Inoculation.” 

» 20.—Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the Shooter’s Hill 

Women’s Guild. 
» 22.—Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the New Cross Young 
People’s Circle. 

» 295.—Mr. Roy Horniman gave a very effective address in 

the Wesleyan Central Hall, Plumstead. 

» 30.—Miss Rose Crofton spoke on Anti-vivisection to the 
Lower Belvedere Women’s Branch of the Labour 
Party. 

17.—Links Women’s Guild, Plumstead. 

W. J. Piggott. 

» 25.—Address by Miss Crofton on “ Florence Nightingale and 

her Views,” to the Charlton Women’s Guild. 

» 27.—Women’s Labour Club, Woolwich. Speaker, 

Crofton. 
1.—Woolwich Central Ward, Labour Party. 
Rev. W. J. Piggott. Also the following: 

a 4.—Lower Belvedere Women’s Branch Labour Party. 

7, 9.—Charlton Women’s Guild. 

» 10.—Amalgamated Engineers’ Institute Meeting. 

» 11.—Women’s Labour Section, Plumstead Road. 

»  14.—Mr. Piggott addressed a large open-air meeting in 

Lakedale Road, Plumstead. 
»  15.—Women’s Co-Operative Guild, Deptford. Speaker, Rev. 
W. J. Piggott on ‘‘ The Story of a Great Campaign.” 

» 15.—Miss Crofton addressed the “Young People’s Circle” 

at Rushey Green on “ Antivivisection.” 

» 17.—L.C.C. School, High Street, Plumstead (St. Nicholas 

Labour Ward). Speaker, Rev. W. J. Piggott. 

The meetings were all arranged through the energy of Miss 

Crofton, and some were very large. 
BOLTON. 

On June 23 a meeting was held in the Vegetarian Café. Reports 
were given by Miss Occleshaw, Mr. Hitchin and Mr. Middleton, 
and new members of the Committee welcomed. 

CAMBRIDGE. 

The Cambridge Daily News of June 24 contained an excellent 
report of an address given by Miss Kidd to the local Women’s 
Co-Operative Guild and visitors. Mrs. Foister presided over a 
good attendance, and at the close Dr. G. F. C. Searle, ELR.S., 
added a few words in support of the meeting. 

CLAPTON. 

A successful open-air meeting was held by our local Branch on 

July 22, and addressed by the Rev. W. J. Piggott. 
GUILDFORD. 

The Surrey Advertiser and Surrey Weekly Press reported a well- 
attended meeting of our Guildford Branch, held at the Corona 
Café on June 26. The Rev. Priestley Prime, President of the 
Branch, took the chair, and a speech was made by Mr. Roy Horni- 
man, whose incidental denunciation of cruelty in ‘‘aristocratic” 
circles received considerable prominence in the Press reports. 
Mr. Will Tayler also spoke. 

HOVE. 

On June 28th Mr. Maurice Toms addressed a Meeting of the Port- 
slade Women’s Co-Operative Guild, in the Southern Cross Mission 
Room. There was a good attendance and new members were made. 

IPSWICH. 
A meeting was held at 55, Fonnereau Road by kind permission 


of Miss Roe on July 14. Mrs. Lord presided. Mrs. Pratt was the 
speaker. 


Speaker, Rev. 


Miss 


Speaker, 


On July 16 a Garden Meeting was held at Felixstowe by kine 
invitation of Miss Bonus, under the auspices of the Food Reform 
Society. Mrs. Pratt was again the speaker. Miss Bonus presided, 
It was decided to form a Branch of the British Union at Felix. 
stowe and to hold the next meeting in September. 

LIVERPOOL. 

On July 4 a meeting of Branch representatives was held in th 
rooms in Bold Street, Mr. Middleton presiding. Reports were 
given by Mr. Joscelyne, and Dr. Joynt, Miss Lyster, Miss 
Pennell and other friends took part. 

LONDON. 

The Inquirer gave an excellent report of the Annual Meeting 
of the Unitarian Branch, presided over by Mr. H. G. Chancellor 
at Essex Hall, on June 13. The attendance was encouraging. 

MANCHESTER. 

On May 20, a meeting of the Joint A.V. Committee was held 
in the British Union Offices. Mr. J. E. Dorsett presided, and reports 
of the two Societies were considered. 

On June 5, a meeting of Branch representatives was called 
under the presidency of Councillor G. N. Hallowell, when a report 
of the headquarters meetings was given by the delegates. 

NORTHAMPTON. 

A Branch Meeting was held on 
Lodge Room, the Arcade. Mrs. Roberts presided. Mrs. Pratt 
attended from Headquarters. The Rt. Hon. F. O. Roberts was 
appointed President, and the Rev. D. Cellan Evans Chairman of 
Committee. Plans were made for an autumn campaign, which is 
to include neighbouring towns. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

The Notts Guardian and Notts Journal of June 21 gave good 
reports of the Annual Meeting of our local Branch, held on June 20 
at the Exchange Hall, Mr. J. T. Perry presiding. Dr. John Shaw 


spoke, chiefly on cancer, influenza, and foot and mouth 
disease. 


July 11 at the Theosophical 


READING. 

Our Reading Branch has for the second time been disappointed 
in the weather on a day reserved for a garden meeting. Mrs. 
Craft and Mrs. Richards (hon. secretary) invited and expected a 
large gathering on July 3, to meet Dr. Hadwen. Between 20 and 
30 braved the pouring rain, and a very interesting meeting was 
held in the house, Dr. Hadwen speaking chiefly on cancer research. 
An excellent collection was taken. Good reports appeared in 
all the local papers. 

RICHMOND. 

On June 28, by the kind invitation of Mr. and Mrs. C. Stewart, 
a well-attended meeting was held on behalf of our local Branch. 
Countess de Rivas presided in the drawing-room, after tea had 
been enjoyed in the beautiful garden, and Mr. H. G. Chancellor 
and Miss Kidd gave addresses. Dr. Pullar, Mr. Mann, Mr. 
Bovill, Mr. Stewart and the Rev. Bowen Armstrong supported 
and took part in the interesting discussion. The meeting was 
well reported in the Richmond Herald and Richmond Times. 

SALISBURY. 

The Salisbury Journal of July 4 reported a garden meeting held 
at the residence of the Rev. W. H. Matthews on July 2. After 
tea, Mr. Matthews introduced the speaker, Mr. Lawrence Beesley, 
M.A., who dealt comprehensively with the question of 
vivisection. 

WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of July 5 contained an excellent report of © 
a very successful garden meeting, held by the kind invitation of 
the President of our local Branch, the Rev. Arthur Ingleby, M.A. 
After tea and music, provided by Mr. Mansfield’s Orchestra, the 
proceedings were opened by the President, who was supported by 
Mrs. Eyre Heriot, hon. secretary; and speeches were delivered 
by the Right Rev. Bishop Herford, Dr. John Shaw and Mr. 
Lawrence Beesley, M.A. Anumber of new members were secured, 
and a record collection taken. The beautiful grounds had been 
tastefully decorated by Mr. Hayes Marshall, Chairman of Com- 
mittee, and Mr. Maurice Toms, in the Federation Van, patrolled 
the town prior to the meeting. 
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WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 


POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 


To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 


by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in. the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small but in- 
fluential body of men, who must be carefully distinguished 
from doctors, few of whom have any acquaintance 
with it. . 


compromise of any kind. 


THE LAST WORDS OF ITS F OUNDRESS. 
‘To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 

cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 

“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 

Autcbiography of F. P, COBBE. 


FORM OF BEQUEST. 
To those who may be inclined to become Benefactors by Will to this Society the following form is respectfully suggested :— 
I bequeath unto the Society called Tur BRITISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION, which has or had 
Offices at 32, Charing Cross, London, the sum ee ane emmy 


free of Legacy Duty, and I direct that the same shall be paid to the Treasurer for the time being of such 
last mentioned Society. 

[N.B.—The term “‘ British”? is absolutely essential; and to secure the fulfilment of the testator’s wishes it is advisable to 
add the address as well as the name of the Society. ] 

By virtue of the Act of 1 Victoria, cap. 26, all Wills and Codicils m 


ust be in writing, signed by the Testator, and attested 
by two witnesses in the presence of the Testator and of each other. 


TERMS OF MEMBERSHIP. 


Life Members, £5. Annual Members, 10s. and upwards. Associates, 5s. and 2s. 6d. 
Subscription to THE ABOLITIONIST, 2s. 6d. per annum, post free. 
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TRIAL FOR MANSLAUGHTER. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


oe 


HE chief lesson I have learned from my Assize | 


Court trial for manslaughter is that the sound 

common sense of the ordinary Juryman may, 

as a rule, be trusted. My respect for the so- 
called ‘‘Common Jury’ has been enhanced. 

For two long days this ‘‘Common Jury’’ patiently 
listened to six lay and five medical witnesses. To the 
latter may be added a further medical official closely 
associated with the case, who was not called to give 
evidence, but whose opinion was well known to be adverse 
to my interests. In opposition to this muster of heavy 
artillery was pitted my one solitary voice. 

My evidence-in-chief at the Assizes did not vary in 
the least from that which I had already presented in 
the Coroner’s Court, yet on that occasion my evidence 
was rejected with contumely. When it came to the 
Magistrates’ Court, my colleagues committed me for trial 
on the ground that there was a primd facie case of guilt; 
and the Grand Jury subsequently found against me a 
‘True Bill” of manslaughter. 

Is it possible to explain this curious difference in result ? 


The only conclusion I can come to is that the “ Common 
| Jury” dared to exercise their brains and think for them- 
| selves, which all three of the preceding official bodies 
| refused to do. 

The unprecedented attempt of the prosecution to get 
the venue changed from the city where I am known to 
the City of London, which, as Sir Edward Marshall Hall 
pointed out, had been previously flooded with scandalous 
misrepresentations in certain organs of the public Press, 
met with the well-merited rebuke of the Lord Chief 
Justice, who declared he was sure twelve persons could be 
found in Gloucester who could be trusted to give a verdict 
according to the evidence. And they were found. 

The attitude of the Coroner’s Jury, selected by the 
Coroner’s Officer, combined with the strange method of 
conducting the inquiry adopted by the Coroner himself, 
need no comment from my pen; the public has formed its 
own estimate of that tribunal and its methods. The 
Magistrates and the Grand Jury simply declined to 
THINK. They appeared to consider it their duty rigidly to 
comply with the formality of handing on ‘4 prisoner” 
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to the next Court, on the plea that “only one side had 
been heard,” irrespective of the fact that the cross- 
examination had laid bare the case for the defence and 
had eviscerated that of the prosecution. The Grand 
Jury, as some of them afterwards explained, ‘‘ understood 
that all they had to do” was to act as automatic machines 
and find a “True Bill.” 

Proceedings of this description, in which responsibility is 
calmly relegated to other shoulders,render such magisterial 
and Grand Jury functions a sheer waste of time. There 
is something radically wrong in the administration of 
English law which allows such a farce to continue, while 
the “‘prisoner”’ is called upon to suffer months of nerve 
strain and anxiety, with the accompaniment of an 
increasing drain upon his purse. 

As to the case itself, the public at large from the first 
saw clearly through the conspiracy—a term I use ad- 
visedly—which took advantage of a malicious act in 
order to press a grave and malignant charge to the bit- 
terest conclusion ; and the Press—with one or two notable 
exceptions—universally repelled the unwarrantable 
attack upon my honour and reputation. 

It has been urged, in one sinister editorial, that the 
verdict does not justify my views, but merely absolves 
me of criminal neglect in the treatment of a patient. 

What the verdict has done is this :— 

1. It has justified my conduct in firmly refusing to 
resort to the senseless medical fashion of taking a ‘“‘swab”’ 
in the case of a sore throat, whether diphtheritic or not. 

2. It has exposed the dangers and uselessness of the 


filthy preparation known as “diphtheria antitoxin’’—that _ 


| 
| 


is, poisoned horse blood—and it leaves the medical | 
free to please himself whether he will use it or not, n 
matter what the ‘‘swab” may indicate. 

3. It has clearly shown that a conspiracy to ruin | 
fully qualified medical man who declines to bow down t. 
a modern medical fashion will not be tolerated in a 
English Court of Law. 

4. It has shown that twelve independent’ men anc 
women in the City of Gloucester (all of whom, with on 
exception, were unknown to me) can come to a unanimous 
decision that liberty of conscience and liberty of thought 
and action are still the prerogative and the inherent right’ 
of every honest and intelligent Englishman, and that no 
medical hierarchy, any more than an ecclesiastical 
hierarchy, will be permitted to override these prin- 
ciples. | 

To my immediate friends—the many thousands bound) 
up with me in a life-long struggle for emancipation. 
from all tyranny, whether exercised over man or beast— 
from whom I have received, throughout and since this: 
period of persecution, a vast number of letters and | 
telegrams from all parts of the world, I express my sin-' 
cerest gratitude. Their devotion, their loyalty and their 
sympathy during this bitter fight have sustained me in. 
a way no words can describe. 

Much has been gained to our sacred Cause by the dis- 
semination at home and in far distant countries of indis- 
putable facts associated with our propaganda, and the 
results must and will have lasting effects. For this we | 
may all be profoundly thankful. It has indeed been ; 
worth the sacrifice. . 


Che Symptoms of Nellie Burnham. 


dently well known to the witnesses for 
the prosecution in the case of Rex v. 
Hadwen, and all the members of the 
Burnham family, as well as the female 


Se. methodical manner when describing the 
state of the patient. But the reason why Dr. Hadwen’s 
solitary evidence was accepted by the Jury as against that 


of the seven persons (including Dr. Ellis) who saw the child | 


during her illness is, no doubt, that the latter was so full of 
contradictions. Readers of the verbatim report (which 
will be ready about the middle of December) will find 
it a matter of interest to collect these. We will give 
only one, concerning the state of the child on the date 
(August 7) given as that on which she left her bed and 
walked in her bare feet over a tiled passage for water. 
The relatives maintained that, throughout her illness, 
she was lying down, drowsy, with a bloodstained dis- 


HE symptoms of diphtheria were evi- | 


neighbour, repeated them ina singularly | 


charge pouring from her nose, and offensive breath. Dr} 


Hadwen denied all these symptoms, and said that, on the 
contrary, she had been well on the way to recovery by 
the 6th, and only received a set-back by the incident of 
the sudden chill. 

Compare now the evidence of the uncle and of the 
mother as to her state on the 7th:— 


Mr. Fudge.—‘‘She tried to speak but she could not. She tried | 
to say something, but what it was I could not say; a kind of 
snuffle.”’ 

Mrs. Burnham (referring to hey son Leonard) .—‘1I do not know 
about looking after her; he was there in the house if she shouted 
to ask for anything.” : 

It is quite clear that a child who could do no more than 
emit “a kind of snuffle’’ would have been utterly unable to 
shout, as the mother apparently expected! 

What was the explanation of this visit to the scullery 
for water? We have two alternatives: The child was 
either (1) as Dr. Hadwen maintains, much better at the 
time, in which case she might have gone downstairs as 
a childish prank, and indulged in more indiscretions 
than have come to light; or (2) so desperately thirsty 
that she could not resist the temptation to get a drink. 
If the latter be the solution, it is surely little short of 
miraculous that such overmastering thirst should have 
developed during the very short period of ten minutes, 
which is all that Mrs. Burnham would allow for the dura_ 
tion of her own absence from the house. 

Evidence of a character that raises so many queries, 
given by five or six persons, has a cumulative effect, © 
but intelligent and unbiassed judges could not take it 


_ very seriously. 


A Verbatim Report of the Trial, profusely illustrated, 
is in the hands of the printers. Price 1s. post free. 
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DR. HADWEN’S TRIAL. 


HE object of this article will 
be to set forth, as plainly and 
as briefly as possible, the facts 
which led to the trial Rex v. 
Hadwen. Our members have 
displayed an admirable 
patience in waiting so long for 
these facts. I was, perhaps, 
less patient, being sorely 
tempted to relate them when 
the charge was first levelled 
Again and again I was pulled up 


against our President. 
sharply, when about to write the truth, by the fear of 
committing that unpardonable legal crime—commenting 
on a case that was sub judice. 

I will confess that caution (probably over-caution) 
caused the destruction of a printed communication which 


I had prepared for our members. To suggest the actual 
position of affairs in the ABOLITIONIST without infringing 
the law was a task of the greatest difficulty. Even to 
publish Dr. Hadwen’s defence after he had given it at 
the adjourned inquest, when it had been openly reported 
in the Gloucester papers, seemed unsafe, unless it were 
accompanied by the whole of the evidence for the prose- 
cution, which the space at our disposal would not allow. 
We were advised that to publish the defence alone might 
be interpreted as ‘‘comment.’’ When we reached the 
issue for November, still little could be stated, although 
the trial, we knew, would be over before the magazine 
came into the hands of our members. With foes so 
inveterate as those who watch every movement of the 
anti-vivisectionists, it seemed wiser to err on the side 
of caution. Ten years ago, I myself was convicted and 
fined, through the vigilance of these foes, for the crime 
of passing on to another person a pamphlet given to me, 
which did not contain the name of the printer. I proved 
by experiment that the Research Defence Society was 
allowed to commit the very same offence with impunity. 
Therefore I reserved any revelations I might have to give 
concerning Dr. Hadwen’s trial until after it should be 
well over. 


DR. HADWEN AND THE MEDICAL COMMITTEE. 


to events which occurred long before the trial, and must 
explain the relationship which existed between Dr. 
‘Hadwen and certain other doctors in Gloucester. 

At the time of the smallpox scare of 1923, Dr. Hadwen 


mittee. 
were well known to his fellow practitioners, but as there 
had been no appreciable smallpox in Gloucester since the 
far-off epidemic of 1896, when the door of every medical 
man had been closed against him, there had been no 
particular reason for friction. The position he occupied 
as Chairman proves the esteem in which they held him, 
apart from any differences of opinion which might exist 
in regard to special medical treatments. 


Those who wish to understand the case fully are invited | 
to read the verbatim report of the trial which we are | 
publishing. This will be found to corroborate in detail | 
what is here briefly sketched. But first we must go back — 
| children; Hilda, aged 18; Leonard, 14; Nellie (the child 


' Leonard, who had ulcerated tonsillitis. 
| were of poor physique, and all developed this affection 
of the throat, which was very common in Gloucester at 
' the time, but Leonard’s was the worst case. 


_ Then came the scare, and his determined revelation of | 


By BEATRICE E. KIDD. 


its hollow and ridiculous nature in the Press, by articles 
either contributed or inserted as advertisements. By 
thus proclaiming the truth and refusing to bow down to 
the Ministry of Health, he deliberately sacrificed the 
position he had won, and seeing the feeling of his confréres 
he did not seek re-election as chairman, but saw no reason 
for relinquishing membership of the Committee. Dr. 
Bell was elected Chairman pro tem. 


DR. ELLIS’ ANIMOSITY. 

The scare became a thing of the past, and friendly 
relations were re-established. But there were four doctors 
who had never been satisfied with the mere cessation 
of his chairmanship, and who resented his continuance 
as a member of the Committee. The leader of this 
faction was Dr. Ellis; another was Dr. Graham; the 
two others need not be mentioned, as they played no 
part in the famous trial. 

These four doctors, by refusing to meet Dr. Hadwen, 
found themselves cut off from the Medical Committee. 
In the summer of this year, efforts were made to bring 
about a reconciliation, and Dr. Bell acted as intermediary. 
Dr. Hadwen offered to meet Dr. Ellis and his friends, 
and asked for a definite statement of their ground of 
objection to him. He wanted a friendly discussion of the 
whole matter. Dr. Ellis, however, would not meet 
him for this purpose, and on August 3 wrote a letter to 
Dr. Bell breaking off negotiations, and saying that Dr. 
Hadwen ought to “‘ know by this time how he has offended 
the medical profession.”’ 

Six days later, Dr. Ellis found himself standing at the 
bedside of a little patient of the man with whom he had just 
refused to become reconciled. The result was disclosed 
by the Trial. 

To my great regret, this matter was not fully discussed at 
the trial, and both at the Magistrates’ Court on October 2 
and at the Assizes on October 27, Dr. Ellis—after it 
had been proved that he had entertained animosity against 
Dr. Hadwen in the previous year—was allowed to take 
advantage of the allegation, deliberately suggested by 
counsel for the prosecution after seeing the correspondence, 
that a reconciliation was in prospect and desired by him, 


| at the time when he visited the sick child. 


THE BURNHAM FAMILY. 
Let us now turn to the Burnham family. Mrs. Burnham 
is the wife of a steel presser working in America. She 
inhabited a small house in a side street, and had four 


who died), 10; and Gladys, 4 years old. With the excep- 


_tion of Hilda, all were entitled to Dr. Hadwen’s pro- 
| fessional services as they belonged to a club of which he 
was Chairman of the Gloucester Medical and Panel Com- | 
His unorthodox and uncompromising views | 


was medical officer. 
On July 21 he paid his first visit to the house to attend 
All the children 


That this 
was so is proved by the fact that Dr. Hadwen visited him 


_on three days in succession, treating him with medicine, 


ordering a gargle of vinegar and hot water, and—on a 
fifth and final visit—a tonic, as the malady had then 
disappeared. 
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On July 28 the mother brought Gladys to the surgery. 
She had the same symptoms, but hers was a very mild 
case and she was soon well. 

On August 1 it was Nellie’s turn to fall ill. Dr. 
Hadwen visited her on that date and again on August 4. 


_ stream”; but it was clear from the tone of the message 


_ of Mrs. Burnham, who had come over from Birmingham, 


Clearly, had her affection been as severe as that of | 


Leonard, his visits would have been equally frequent. 


On August 6 he called again, and was delighted with her | 
_ the matter, seeing that the case had been taken out of his 
| hands. But on the following Wednesday he was staggered 

on receiving a message from the Coroner, asking if he would 


progress. He met Mrs. Burnham at the foot of the stairs, 
and she told him the child was much better. This he 
found to be the case, for the little patient was sitting up 
in bed, bright and smiling. Seeing that the malady 
was practically cured, though the child was weakly, he 
ordered a tonic, as he had done in the case of Leonard. 
He felt no anxiety whatever about the case. He intended, 
however, to pay another visit. This was entered in his 
notebook for Friday, August 8; but when that day 
arrived he found it impossible to spare the time, having 
several urgent cases on hand, one of which he had to visit 
three times in the one day. Nellie’s not being an urgent 
case, he postponed his visit to her to the next morning. 
THE CHANGE IN THE CHILD. 

We now reach the all-important day. As Dr. Hadwen 
was about to leave his surgery to call at the Burnham’s, 
Leonard ran in to say that Nellie had been taken much 
worse, and to beg him to come at once. He started 
immediately. When he saw the child, in the presence 
of her mother and her aunt, Mrs. Taylor, he was, as he 
related in court, ‘‘thunderstruck at the change in her.” 
He saw that she had lobar (or croupous) pneumonia, 
which had developed suddenly, as it always does. He 
made a thorough examination and found the throat quite 
clear of ulceration, though red and inflamed; and seeing 
that medicine would be useless against the pneumonia 
he did not prescribe any more, but told the mother that 
the child’s only chance lay in her taking plenty of cold 
milk, for what she needed was strength to battle with 
the disease. She had one good lung left, and he believed 
that, with assiduous attention and constant feeding, she 
would pull through. Mrs. Burnham told him that she 
had been vomiting all the previous day. This was a new 
symptom, indicating the onset of the pneumonia, and he 
was surprised that she had not exercised her right in 
sending for him at once, in view of this serious change. 
All the circumstances pointed to some definite event 
having taken place between the Wednesday—when he 
had found her so much better—and the Saturday, when 
she was obviously very ill. But from Mrs. Burnham he 
could get no word of explanation. 

The rest of the day was passed in the routine of duty, 
and at nine o’clock in the evening, Dr. Hadwen entered 
his house after a round of visits in another part of the 
city, intending to see Nellie Burnham the last thing. 
He had received no message during the day, which he 
took as a sign that the child was no worse, for his surgery 
is quite near the street in which the Burnhams lived. 

DR. ELLIS CALLED IN. 

As he entered his front door the telephone bell rang, and 
he went to take the message. A man’s voice announced, 
somewhat offensively, that there was dissatisfaction with 
his treatment of the child, and that it was proposed to call 
in another doctor. Dr. Hadwen assumed that the voice 
was that of the father, for he did not know of his absence 
in America. He replied to the effect that the child had 
been going on very well until that morning, that he had 
done his best, and that anybody was perfectly free to 
call in a doctor at choice. Privately, he thought of the 
old adage, “Never swop horses when you are crossing a 


that it would be useless to suggest this to the speaker, 
The latter turned out to be Mr. Fudge, a brother-in-law 


and who, when resident in Gloucester, had been a patient. 
of Dr. Ellis. It was to Dr. Ellis, therefore, that he 
immediately went. 

Dr. Hadwen, being very busy, thought no more about 


like to attend the inquest on Nellie Burnham, as a post 
mortem had been held and very serious charges were 
preferred against him; it was indicated that he had better 
be accompanied by a solicitor. 

This was the first intimation he received of the child’s 
death; and at the inquest, to which he went in utter 


_ bewilderment at the charge, the whole story of what 


had been done behind his back was revealed to him. 

Dr. Ellis, it appeared, had diagnosed diphtheria. He 
swore that he had found the child’s mouth “full of 
diphtheritic membrane’?! The explanation of this re- 
markable statement given by Dr. Hadwen, who had 
carefully examined the throat that very morning and 
knew that there had never been a vestige of membrane 
there, is that Dr. Ellis, viewing the throat late at night 
by artificial light, probably mistook mucus and clotted 
milk, which had gathered in the back of the throat, for 
membrane. This is an error that has frequently occurred 
in medical practice, and Dr. Ellis is admittedly not a 
man of large experience. He took a swab, ordered 
medicine and gave directions as to the application of 
brandy; he also thrust a syringe into the dying child’s 
lung in order to ascertain if fluid were present (incidentally, 
he thrust it into the wrong place and erroneously con- 
cluded there was no fluid present), and after doing all 
these things, he refused to give a death certificate on the 
ground that he had not attended the patient in her last 
illness—thus necessitating a Coroner’s inquest ! 

WORKING UP THE CHARGE, 

He spent no less than two hours in the house that night; 
thereafter, he and Mrs. Burnham appeared as allies, : 
while her manner in regard to Dr. Hadwen, which had 
always been affable, showing grateful recognition of his 
successful treatment of her other children, underwent a_ 
complete change. 

The next step was to strengthen Dr. Ellis’ diagnosis 
of diphtheria. The swab from Nellie’s throat showed 
that the germ was present, as it is in many throat affections 
and also in healthy throats. Swabs were taken from the 
throats of the other children. Leonard’s was negative; 
but the germ was apparently found in the throats of Hilda 
and Gladys, and also of a little playmate. All three 
girls were immediately removed to the Isolation Hospital 
as diphtheria cases. Dr. Hadwen had never seen Hilda, — 
who was notified as a diphtheria case by Dr. Graham, 
one of the four doctors who had a grievance against him; 
the other two children were admittedly running about the 
streets, and he had previously cured Gladys of tonsillitis. 
At the expense of the ratepayers, these three girls were 
actually kept in hospital for a month! There has been 
no suggestion of a membrane—the distinctive feature of 


diphtheria, from which the name is derived—in the 


throat of any one of them. 

The case against Dr. Hadwen thus strengthened, it 
only remained to clinch the diagnosis by the verdict of 
a post mortem. Dr. Washbourn, who told the Court 
that he and Dr. Ellis had been “personal friends for 
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years,” performed it. Dr. Bell, the Deputy-Coroner, 
was present. Previously, evidence had been collected 
yy the Coroner’s Officer from everybody except the 
5erson most concerned, 7.e., the attending medical man, 
‘who could have given reliable details of the case. From 
nim the whole proceedings were kept secret. 

| THE SECRET POST-MORTEM. 

| Dr. Washbourn certified the death as due to “diphtheria 
and pneumonia.” He found no membrane in the throat, 
which he admitted he ‘“‘would have expected” to find 
‘after Dr. Ellis’ statement; but he found a loose piece 
lying just above the lung, and this, he too readily assumed, 
“might ” have been inhaled from higher up. Is it not 
‘clear that he could hardly have avoided approaching the 
post mortem with a preconception? He admitted in 
‘Court that he knew Dr. Hadwen’s reputation was at 
‘stake. But so was that of Dr. Ellis, his “personal 
‘friend for years”; and, as he admitted that he knew Dr. 


‘Hadwen was charged with an error in diagnosis, he had, | 


_presumably, been told to expect the traces of diphtheria. 
‘With regard to the pneumonia, Dr. Washbourn was at first 
very definite in his statement. It was “lobar pneumonia, 
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of the kind which he would expect to find following a | 
‘sudden chill.’’ Dr. Hadwen suspected that there had been | 


a sudden chill, but up to that date there was no way | 


of proving his suspicion justified. 
of an astonishing character. She declared that Dr. 
‘Hadwen, on that last visit—when he had been specially 
sent for because the child had been taken worse—had said 
there was “hardly anything the matter with her, and she 
: would soon be well!’? This was corroborated by Mrs. 
Taylor, her sister, who had been present. It was not 
until the Assizes that the full extent of Mrs. Taylor’s 
powers of exaggeration was realised; nor (though to this 
less attention was drawn) of Mrs. Burnham’s. We can 
imagine Dr. Hadwen’s blank astonishment at their story. 
Dr. Ellis also gave his evidence, and then, as the time 
was exhausted, the inquiry was postponed for a whole 
month. Two reasons were given for this, one being the 


protested vigorously at this delay, for it meant the broad- 
casting of the charges against him without his defence. 
In the case of most doctors, this would have had a serious 
effect upon medical practice; but in spite of the allega- 
tions remaining unanswered for a whole month, not a 
single patient, he tells me, left him. 

The delay, though incurred so unjustly, proved a bless- 

ing in disguise; for it brought to light a fact, the 
existence of which Dr. Hadwen had always suspected, 
but concerning which there had been not a vestige of 

evidence. In the interval, he learnt how Nellie Burnham 
contracted the chill, which brought on the pneumonia 
from which she died. 

: A NEIGHBOUR’S EVIDENCE. 

A man named Tanner, whom, so far as his recollection 

served, he had never seen before, called upon him and 
said that, having read the report of Mrs. Burnham's 
~ evidence at the inquest in the local paper, he felt it only 
right to reveal that most of it was to his knowledge 
untrue. He was a neighbour of hers and could testify 
to the following facts :— 

(1) On the Wednesday, when Dr. Hadwen had found 
Nellie practically recovered, he had made inquiry 
concerning her, and her mother had assured him that 
she was ‘“‘much better, and the doctor had just been.” 

(2) Later Mrs. Burnham had told him and his wife 


The inquiry was held, and Mrs. Burnham gave evidence | 


absence of the Coroner and the other that Dr. Ellis wanted | 
to take a holiday abroad in the interval. Dr. Hadwen | 


| counsel, Mr. Clements, was able to make use of it. 
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that on the same evening, when she was at a neighbour’s 
house, Nellie had got out of bed at about 9 o’clock, 
and had walked in her bare feet and nightdress down- 
stairs, along a tiled passage, which was in a line with the 
street door, first into the kitchen and afterwards into the 
scullery, where, standing on a floor of blue bricks, she 
had obtained cold water from the tap. Mrs. Burnham 
had added that she meant to keep that fact to herself. 
(This incident was treated throughout, during the trial, 
as occurring on the Thursday, since the mother insisted 
upon that point. Tanner, however, judging by the con- 
ditions of his own work, which only allowed an interview 
with Mrs. Burnham at a particular time (and Dr. Hadwen 


_ thinks he is more likely to have been right) said that it 
| occurred on the Wednesday. Either day suited the 


development of the pneumonia, but the Thursday made 
it rather “‘a tight fit.’’> The point, however, is immaterial.) 
(3) Mrs. Burnham had also told them of her surprise 
when her brother-in-law, Mr. Fudge, had brought 

Dr. Ellis into the house. It seems clear that to lay 

the whole responsibility upon Fudge (Dr. Ellis’ patient) 

is reasonable, in view of the contradictions apparent 
in the evidence of the various relatives at the trial. 

Thus, Mrs. Burnham vaguely said that “a family con- 

ference” had decided the calling in of Dr. Ellis; Mrs. 

Hotchkins (her sister) explained that this conference 

consisted of her father and mother, her brother and Mr. 

Fudge, but she herself (Mrs. Hotchkins) was not present ; 

Mr. Fudge said that the father and mother were not 

there, but that Mrs. Hotchkins was. 

The appearance of Mr. Tanner, with his valuable 
evidence, was truly providential; and at the adjourned 
inquest, which took place on September 12, Dr. Hadwen’s 
But 
first he searchingly cross-examined the mother as to 
whether she could think of any circumstance which could 
have caused her child to contract a chill. She replied 
that she did not; when first confronted with the name of 
Mr. Tanner she cried out ‘‘he is a liar!” but ultimately 
she confessed that the incident had occurred. 


LOBAR AND LOBULAR PNEUMONIA. 

It was now quite clear why Dr. Washbourn found 
‘lobar pneumonia, of the kind which he would expect 
to find following a sudden chill.” 

The kind of pneumonia which follows diphtheria is 
called lobular, and has entirely different characteristics. 
Being the result of a poison, it passes gradually down the 
windpipe and spreads into the lungs. There seems no 
reason why a poison should select one lung only, and 
there is no evidence that it ever does; this type of 
pneumonia is thus bilateral, or affecting both lungs. On 
the other hand, a chill can be contracted by special 
exposure to cold on one side of the body, hence lobar 
pneumonia can be, as in the case of Nellie Burnham, 
unilateral, or confined to one lung. This is only one of 
many points which prove conclusively that Dr. Wash- 
bourn was right in his original conclusion. 

In spite of the strength of Dr. Hadwen’s case, now that 
the truth was known, nine men out of the Jury selected by 
the Coroner’s Officer gave a verdict against him. In this 
connection, Sir Edward Marshall Hall’s scathing denunci- 
ation of the methods of Coroners’ Courts should be read. 

We now pass to the next scene in the drama, of which 
I can write from personal experience, for I was present 
on October 2, when the case had to be brought before the 
Petty Sessions Court. This is the Bench of which Dr. 
Hadwen is a member, and to see him sitting there— 
arraigned before his fellow magistrates, composed and 
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dignified but strangely pale—throughout a whole day of 
steadily poured out adverse testimony which I dare not 
attempt to characterise, was heartrending to those who 
know him. On this occasion he reserved his defence, 
and it was a field-day to his enemies. 

Oh, the dreariness of that depressing time! We had a 
struggle to get into the tiny Court, half-filled with London 
reporters. There were two_ intervals, 
“Junch”’ and “‘tea,’’ of half-an-hour each, but most of us 
stayed in the hope of regaining our places. Outside, 
speculation was going on as to what would happen to the 
doctor. 

“If he gets two years,”’ said a woman who appeared to 
reserve her judgment, “‘Ellis ought to serve one!” 

The indignity sank deep into our minds—that he, 
whom we anti-vivisectionists honour above all men, 
should be lightly classed with Bill or Tom, as likely to 
‘‘serve time!’ But the majority of the crowd felt it 
fully as acutely as we did. ‘He is very good to the poor,” 


was the universal testimony, and many specific instances | 


were given. I heard no good word spoken of the other 
doctors, either as regards character or attainments. 
THE END OF A DREADFUL DAY. 

Later in the evening, Dr. Hadwen remarked to me: 
“Why, after hearing all these tales to-day, I begin to 
think I might get two years! It is extraordinary; Mrs. 
Burnham was always perfectly 
grateful. Yet now she swears that she saw certain symptoms 


of diphtheria in her child, not one of which was present. | sheyihavexevenibbiad Moree 


| examination by Sir Edward Marshall Hall and his fine 


And all her relatives echo her.” 

We had noted, however, serious discrepancies between 
the evidence given by these people that day and that 
which they had supplied at the inquest, and this gave us 
hope. Mrs. Burnham, by October 2, had discovered the 
missing membrane, Dr. Ellis’ vision of which had to 
be accounted for—in the washtub ! 
of this at the inquest. Mrs. Taylor, who had told the 
Coroner that Nellie had tried to vomit “but brought 
nothing up,” now remembered that “a little had come 
from her mouth.’ When the day of the great trial 
arrived, these discrepancies and accretions had grown to 
a still greater volume, for by that time Mrs. Burnham had 
made the entirely new discovery that Leonard, as well as 
Nellie, had vomited a membrane; also that, in the course 
of a few weeks, he had changed so remarkably that ‘‘ the 
people did not know him,” and Mrs. Taylor was able to 
describe Nellie’s membrane as “‘ slipping from her mouth— 
a small piece like slimy, yellowish skin, streaked with 
blood!” 

But on October 2 this stage of romance had not yet 
been reached. 

It was on October 2 that evidence of Dr. Ellis’ feeling 
against Dr. Hadwen was provided by the reading of a 
violently and vulgarly expressed letter which found its 
Way into many organs of the Press; and that Dr. Wash- 
bourn, influenced by a talk with the Home Office expert, 
Sir William Willcox, who was apparently sent down to 
ruin our President if the feat were humanly possible, 
actually began to express doubts as to his own testimony 
that it was lobar pneumonia which the post mortem had 
revealed. 

“TAKE THE CASE TO LONDON!” 

The publication of Dr. Ellis’ letter in the local Press had 
its effect upon public opinion, and feeling was naturally 
strengthened in Dr. Hadwen’s favour. This circum- 
stance filled his opponents with fear that they would not 
be able to secure a conviction in Gloucester, and the next 


step was the effort to remove the hearing of the case from | 


ostensibly for | 


amiable—smiling and | 


_ deal with last. 
She had said nothing | 


Gloucester to London. An appeal for the change of 
venue was considered in the King’s Bench Division in 
London on October 22. | 
It was alleged that Dr. Hadwen was so popular in 
Gloucester that it might be impossible to find a jury that 
would consider the case on its merits. This, in view of 
the size of the city’s population, was manifestly absurd, 
As a matter of fact, the jury actually called contained 
only one member about whom he knew anything. But 
Mr. Justice Avory aptly remarked that, if a man has 
made a reputation for himself and won local esteem, he 
is entitled to such benefit as may accrue therefrom. 
Probably foreseeing this reply to the objection, the 
Coroner added to the meanness of these proceedings the 
finishing touch of hypocrisy. He sent up a letter in 
which he urged that “‘in the interests of the accused, as 
well as of justice, it was desirable that the venue should 
be changed!” The Lord Chief Justice declined to agree 
to the suggestion contained in this “ very improper letter.” 
Thus the trial of October 27, 28 and 29 took place in 
the historic city of Gloucester. It will not be necessary 
to deal with it here; the evidence is supplied in the 
verbatim report. I need only refer briefly to the dis- 
comfiture of Dr. Ellis when he was cross-examined on 
his efforts to ruin Dr. Hadwen’s reputation by secretly 
offered communications to notoriously hostile organs of 
the Press; to the cross-examination of our President, 
which developed into something like an anti-vivisection 
debate and secured a wider publicity for our views than 
to the brilliant cross- 


closing speech ; and to the evidence of Sir William Willcox. 


SIR WILLIAM WILLCOX. | 
I have purposely kept Dr. Hadwen’s chief opponent to- 
There is no doubt that the evidence of 
Sir William Willcox was infinitely more condemnatory 
of the accused than that of all the Gloucester doctors and 
the Burnham family put together. He would admit 
nothing that told in his favour: he not only shook Dr. 
Washbourn in his diagnosis of lobar pneumonia, but he ; 
himself declared flatly that it was lobular! When re- 
minded, after he had related the terrible effects of 
diphtheria upon the heart, that the heart had been found 
healthy, he opined that a microscopic examination would 
have been necessary to prove its unhealthy condition; but 
when it was urged that Dr. Hadwen should have been 
present at the post mortem to insist upon a microscopic 
examination of the membrane which he considered pneu- 
monic but which Dr. Washbourn believed to be diph- 
theritic, he retorted that this would be quite unnecessary. 
He appeared to accept all the statements of the Burnham 
family concerning the child’s symptoms,and he showed 
no sign of having given a moment’s consideration to 
Dr. Hadwen’s own testimony. He allied himself openly 
and shamelessly with Mrs. Burnham, Mrs. Taylor and 
Dr. Ellis; he appeared quite resolved to get Dr. Hadwen 
sent to prison. And the absurdity of the situation is 
this: in spite of all the deference with which he was 
treated by the Judge and counsel employed on both sides, - 
his evidence was really less important than that of any 
other person called, because he had never seen Nellie 
Burnham, either alive or dead. 

Sir William Willcox is a licensed vivisector. He holds 
the worst certificates—B. and E.E.—enabling him to 
operate on cats and dogs and to keep them alive after 
mutilation. He was not likely to entertain any particularly 
friendly feelings towards the leading protagonist of anti- 
vivisection, and his bias was unmistakable. 
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_ The Judge, though biassed against Dr. Hadwen’s views, 
vas scrupulously fair and very kindly. I felt sorry to 
ake my small share in annoying him when, on the 
anouncement of the verdict of ‘‘Not Guilty,” the whole 
ublic in Court burst into enthusiastic applause. I hope 
hat, if he ever thinks again of that momentary annoy- 
ance, he will realise the extenuating circumstances—how 
<een had been the anguish of our suspense, how deep our 
ndignation at the false charge levelled against an honoured 
citizen and world-known reformer; how our sympathy, 
our love and our admiration had dragged us along the 
oath to Calvary with our leader. 
~ Tt may be advisable to state the reason why Sir Edward 
Marshall Hall did not call medical witnesses, although 
four (selected out of a number who volunteered to give 
evidence) were in Court. By the rules of legal procedure, 
he would, by so doing, have sacrificed the privilege of 
making the final speech to the Jury. That privilege 
would have fallen to Mr. Vachell, K.C., who conducted 
the case for the prosecution very admirably—and very 
ingeniously. Moreover, Dr. Hadwen had remained abso- 
lutely unshaken in any _ particular during his cross- 
examination, and the medical experts on his side could 
but have confirmed the evidence he had so ably presented. 
In his opening speech Mr. Vachell had stated that the 
little girl Gladys, removed to hospital—as the Judge 
was acute to observe, ‘‘when the investigation of the case 
against Dr. Hadwen was really proceeding” and admitted 
by the Medical Officer of Health to be suffering from nothing 
but a sore in her nose (called ‘‘diphtheria’’?)—had been 
“at death’s door.’ This, no doubt, was because he had 
paid insufficient attention to the minor points of the case ; 
but it rendered him an unsafe man to be allowed the last 
word. As we listened to his very capable unfolding of 
his weird romance, in which Dr. Hadwen was represented, 
‘not only as heartless but as a master of cunning, sacri- 
ficing a little patient’s life deliberately, in order to avoid 
her removal to hospital (which he would himself have 
advised, as he testified, in view of the state of the house) 
because she might have received antitoxin there, one 
could but admire his resource, and feel that he must be 
dealt with as a dangerous legal opponent. 

And, in the end, nothing was left to be desired, for, as 
many have remarked in surprise, it was a single-handed 
‘victory for our President. 


THE GREAT DEMONSTRATION. 

Outside in the pouring rain, some five thousand people 
stood waiting for the verdict. When it was known, they 
“went mad,” as the Press put it. The streets were almost 
impassable. As Dr. Hadwen’s car forced its way through, 
pushed by hundreds from behind and preceded by mounted 
police, the hands of working men and women were every 

‘second thrust through the windows to clasp that of the 
acquitted hero. The blinds were soon in tatters and some 
frailer parts of the car were wrecked. 

They bore him in triumph to the Albion Hall, where, 
in spite of his weariness, he had to make a speech to over 
a thousand people. Then, turning up a quiet street, he 
made for his home, but here again was a large waiting 
crowd. It was many hours before they ceased patrolling 
outside. The election (for it was polling day) was a 
‘“‘damp squib.’’ The people of Gloucester cared for little 
else than the restoration to complete freedom of their 
beloved doctor. 

And this was the man whom Mr. Vachell had reproached 
with the reminder that the children of the poor are 
entitled to equal care with the children of the rich by It 
was the poor who had’ waited in the rain, drenched but 


desperately anxious; the poor who followed him home, 
jubilant and thankful at the end of their vigil. It was 
the ex-service men who had threatened trouble if he were 
convicted, so that the military were under provisional 
orders to be called out ; andthe very, very poor have come 
forward with the offer of money to defray the expenses 
of his defence. Surely, as Mr. Justice Avory said, a 
man is entitled to such benefit as may accrue from a 
reputation like this; for we have to consider the life 
record upon which it is founded.. As to Dr. Hadwen’s 
richer patients, one (Mr. J. R. Pope, J.P.), came forward 
and offered the most valuable form of service possible 
when the case was over—namely, a long-needed and all 
too short holiday tour for our President, made available 
by means of a Rolls-Royce motor car (the Doctor ’s own car 
being needed by his locum tenens). 

No words can convey any impression of the enormous 
enthusiasm with which Dr. Hadwen’s acquittal was re- 
ceived in Gloucester. He was in demand everywhere, 
and it seemed almost impossible to snatch him out of the 
vortex of excitement for the short rest he so badly needed. 
A “Thanksgiving Meeting” was organised immediately, 
at which he spoke for an hour and a half to a crowded 
audience. On the Sunday following, as on the Sunday 
previous to the trial, the street outside the large hall 
in which every week he conducts religious services was 
blocked with people eager to hear him, and crowds had 
to be turned away. 


THE MEETING AND PROCESSION. 

But the greatest outlet for enthusiasm was provided by 
the meeting on November 12 in the Shire Hall—the 
largest hall in the city, under which the trial was held—of 
which a brief report will be found on page 153. I travelled 
from London specially for that meeting, and had the 
honour of proposing the vote of thanks to Major 
Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., who contributed a very 
valuable speech. 

When we reached the street in which the Shire Hall 
is situated, we found it blocked by a much larger crowd 
than those which had assembled at the time of the trial. 
Although several thousands were ultimately accom- 
modated in the huge hall, it was clear from the first that 
the larger proportion would be turned away. I felt sorry 
for the waiting thousands outside, and also for those 
whom I could see from the platform, standing far beyond 
on the steps. The chairs had been pushed together, 
leaving an extensive area at the back, and a broad space 
for the aisles, in which a solid phalanx of people stood 
throughout the evening. When the cheque (to which 
some of the poorest people in Gloucester had contributed) 
was presented, with appropriate words of love and homage, 
to Dr. Hadwen, those who were sitting sprang to their 
feet at the sound of ‘For he’s a jolly good fellow,” ren- 
dered with prompt effect by an excellent band, and the 
enthusiasm was immense. 

But the surprise of the evening came when the meeting 
was over. Outside, the crowds were denser than ever, 
but somehow we—Dr. and Mrs. Hadwen, Major and Mrs. 
Austin, Mrs. Newman, and I—managed to get transported 
to the waiting landau, decorated with white flowers as 
for a wedding. Then we were hauled and pushed by 
willing hands through the principal streets of the city, 
which presented the spectacle of a sea of heads as far as 
the eye could reach, before and behind. The band played 
and torches burnt merrily in the hands of ex-service 
men, who kept up a continuous singing throughout the 
triumphal procession. Thus was Dr. Hadwen escorted 
back from “the place of his humiliation” to his home. 
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A STORY OF CENTRAL AFRICA. 


By R. E. ABBOTT. 


-»((Z,.ONDO, a village in the land of Engla, 
Vigna: Was astir with excitement. Was not 
“S* the Annual Conference of the Great 
Witch Doctors being held in the great 
“po. Village temple? And was not 
ES. the gathering to be honoured 
by the greatest of all the Great 
Witch Doctors? 


Well might the village esteem 


villages. According to the reckoning of the Star-gazing 
Wizards, a cycle of moons had passed since the death 
of Jenna-Jenna, and this Conference was to do especial 


honour to the might and glory of the illustrious founder | 


of that most marvellous of all sciences—Poxation 
Wizardry. 

The great men were now in closed conclave in the 
temple. The inhabitants of the village could only bask 
in reflected glory and the memories of the previous evening. 


For last evening they had been permitted to attend in | 


the Congress Hall and hear from the lips of Almo, the 
Righteous, the splendid history of Jenna-Jenna and his 
epoch-making discoveries. With hushed breath they had 


listened whilst Almo, the Righteous, told of the awful | 


devastations wrought by the Demon of Littlepox in the 
days before Jenna-Jenna. They heard how the great 


master had retired into the jungle for the space of three | 


moons—how he communed with the good spirits in the 
jungle and returned to the Land of Engla bringing with 
him a new magic. No longer need the people of Engla 
fear the Demon of Littlepox. They had but to present 
themselves to Jenna-Jenna—to let him strike them three 
times, smartly, on the upper arm, with a magic wand, 
each time uttering the magic word ‘ Abracadabra’’— 
and the Demon of Littlepox was exorcised for ever. 
Jenna-Jenna was ad- 
mitted to the great 
company of Witch 
Doctors without the 
preliminary rites of 
initiation and_ the 
Chief of the Tribe of 
Engla had bestowed 
much wealth upon 
him. Almo next told 
the villagers why he 
spoke publicly on this 
matter. When Poxa- 
tion Wizardry was first 
practised it had 
driven the Demon of 
Littlepox completely 
away. He was now 
returning and a few 
foolish people were 
murmuring that the 
magic was useless. 
People should know 
that the magic became 
weak with the passing 
of time and it was 


4h, 
4 
| 


SS 


itself honoured above all other | 


Were not the | 
mighty Poxation Wizards them- | 
selves to attend the Conference? | 


| point was the size of the weal raised by the blows. 


“The Witch Doctors were struck dumb with amazement.” 


necessary to have it renewed at regular intervals. 
He urged all his hearers to go to their own Witch 
Doctor as soon as possible to have the magic re- 
newed, and, above all, not to pay any attention to 
the foolish rumours about the failure of the magic. 
He admitted that in some few cases it had apparently 
failed, but that was because the wand used had lost 
its magic properties through being accidentally exposed 
to the rays of the sun for many hours. 

Could the villagers have listened to the debate now 
going on in the conclave they might have been surprised 
by the apparent lack of unanimity. On one point they 
were quite unanimous—wonderful beyond words was the 
science of Poxation Wizardry and great beyond praise 
were the Poxation Wizards! It was in matters of detail 
that differences of opinion arose. Ping-Pongo held that 
it was unnecessary to strike three blows; one was quite 
sufficient provided that the magic word was properly 
uttered. If the magic word “Abracadabra” was pro- 
nounced in a slovenly manner, as he had frequently 
heard it pronounced, even by some of the most learned 
among them, it was too much to expect the full magical 
effect to follow. Wanga-Panga said that it was ridiculous 
to say that one blow was sufficient; three smart blows 
were, in his opinion, the minimum. He felt more 
inclined to believe with those who advocated three on 
each arm. Fi-Fo-Fum agreed with the last speaker, 
but had no words contemptuous enough for Ping-Pongo. 
In his opinion the use of the magic word was quite 
immaterial, except, possibly, as a means of impressing 
the populace. He was sure that the all-important 
He 
liked to see three distinct weals, each of a minimum 
length of two and a half inches. He was prepared to 
read some tables of figures to support his point, but the 
leader of the Congress ruled that tables of figures, unless 
approved by the inner Council, could not be introduced 
into their discussions. 
Fi-Fo-Fum thereupon 
yielded the floor to 
Vaxeno the Wonder- 
worker. Vaxeno was 
anold, oldman. How 
old none could say, 
but he was alive in 
the days of Jenna- 
Jenna, and, (asse@ 
child, had basked in 
the smile of that great 
man. 

Vaxeno’s opinions 
were wellknown. He 
implicitly believed in 
| the exact practices of 
t their illustrious 
ie founder. He knew 

feet] that heresies crept in, 

i (il! but these soon were 
: il shown up and the 
7 “| abiding truths  re- 

; “! mained. Never before, 
however, had he heard 
anyone cast any doubt 


DECEMBER 1, 1924. 
pon the efficacy of the magic word. He, himself, was alive 
1 the days before the great trek—in the days when the 
emon of Littlepox took annual toll of one-fourth of their 
opulation. It was in the year before the great trek 
yat Jenna-Jenna had made his wonderful discoveries. 
nd did they not know that since the great trek they 
jad been able to keep the Demon away from their land? 
Te admitted that he was beginning to show himself 
gain, but they must remember that the Demons of 
Yeath, Darkness and Disease were not without cunning. 
Jo doubt the Demon had discovered that the protection 
fforded by the magic was not everlasting, further, that 
swing to heresies creeping in a proportion of the people 
vere not properly protected. He was now striving with 
night and main to circumvent the magic, and he would 
ve successful if these modern heresies were allowed to 
pread. To omit the magic word was to invite immediate 
lisaster. What was it but the exact practice of Jenna- 
Jenna that had driven away the Demon in the days 
‘ollowing the great trek? He would like an answer to 
chat question. Drawing himself up to his full height, 
che grand old man repeated his question and at the same 
ime pointed an accusing finger at Fi-Fo-Fum. As his 
inger pointed down the middle of the room it chanced 
‘that Bernardo, the village idiot, was crossing the aisle. 
Bernardo had been chosen to attend to the wants of the 
great Witch Doctors during the Congress, because owing 
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to his weak intellect he would be unable to carry away 
with him any of their precious secrets. The accusing 
finger pointed straight at him just as Vaxeno repeated 
his question. Thinking that the question was addressed 
to him he replied, in his simple manner, that he knew 


' nothing of these things, but that the man Hadwa was 


telling the villagers that since they had made the great 
trek they were living on fresh soil and that the Demon 


_ of Littlepox was returning because the soil was becoming 


polluted and that it was time to make another trek. The 
witch doctors were struck dumb with amazement. Then 
realising that it was only the village idiot they simul- 
taneously burst into loud peals of laughter. How 
deliciously comic! They deemed it wise, however, to 
dismiss Bernardo before they continued their discussions. 


| Now again unanimity was completely restored. There was 
no dissentient voice. 


Such heresies could not be per- 
mitted. With due formalities they passed a resolution 
calling upon the chief of the tribe to summon the man 
Hadwa before him to be tried for heresy. Vaxeno and 
Almo, the Righteous, were appointed as their representa- 
tives, with strict instructions to press for a public recanta- 


| tion or immediate death. The Congress then broke up 


for the day in perfect peace and harmony. 


The execution of the man Hadwa took place the next 
evening. 


SADERS of the preceding article, 
and of the report which follows, 
may judge that, in spite of the 
power wielded by the Medical Coun- 
cils of all countries, England is 


isation than Central Africa. 


November 15 reported :— 


: | Ute &, 
a Wl % 
s&s ean (2 Te “Such a crowd as has seldom been seen 
thronged the Shire Hall, Gloucester, on 
Wednesday night, when a meeting was held to congratulate Dr. 
Walter Robert Hadwen, of Brunswick Square, Gloucester, upon 
his acquittal after his recent trial on a charge of manslaughter at 
Gloucester Assizes. . . .” 


Great Meeting 


aft Gloucester. 


| Chairman) would ask one of the children to present a bouquet 


somewhat further advanced in civil- | 


The Gloucestershire Chronicle of | 


The chair was taken by Mr. Percy Jones, Chairman of | 


the Gloucester Citizens’ League. 


After mentioning the supporters on the platform, the | 


report proceeds to summarise the speech of Major Reginald 
F. E. Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., who spoke as one of 
the uncalled medical witnesses for Dr. Hadwen at the 
trial. Other speakers were Mr. E. H. Spring, Mr. George 
Underwood, Mr. George Newman and the Rev. E. D. S. 
Camus (Vicar of St. Mary de Crypt), who said he was there 
“to testify to the character of a truly great man of 
Gloucester, of whom the city might well be proud.” 


Speaking of the days of the trial, the Chairman said they cast 
round for some means of saving Dr. Hadwen from his enemies. 
They thought of kidnapping him and taking him off somewhere 


where his enemies could not get at him. Then they thought of | 


stealing into Clarence Street in the dead watches of the night 
‘and inoculating Dr. Ellis with antitoxin so that he would be dis- 
abled and would not be able to give evidence. (Laughter and 
applause.) They came to the conclusion that the only way in 
which they could help was to make a monetary sacrifice and help, 


as far as possible, to provide the sinews of war for Dr. Hadwen’s | 


defence. As the result of a collection, to which 2,000 Gloucester 
citizens contributed, Dr. Hadwen would that night be presented 
with a cheque for £224 7s. 4d. (Prolonged applause.) In recog- 
nition of her courage and faith throughout the trial he (the 


to Mrs. Hadwen. 

Mrs. Hadwen received the bouquet amidst hearty applause. 

In making the presentation to Dr. Hadwen, Mr. Jones said he 
did so on behalf of 2,000 Gloucester citizens, who thereby identified 
themselves with him in the sacrifice he had made and as a pledge 
of their fidelity to him in the years to come. 

The cheque was handed over amidst tremendous applause, 
and the band broke into the strains o1 ‘For he’s a jolly good 
fellow,” which was sung with great enthusiasm and followed by 
deafening cheers. 

Dr. Hadwen, who was deeply affected when he rose to speak, 
said the dark days of anxiety and nervous strain through which he 
had passed, those hours of darkness and those hours of biting worry, 
had been amply made up for by the grand and loving reception 
they had given him that night. He should think there had never 
been in the history of the universe a man who had been charged 
with manslaughter who had received such tremendous and almost 
universal sympathy as he had received from his fellow citizens of 
Gloucester. He had been amazed by the number of telegrams 
and cablegrams he had received from all parts of the world. Those 
who had tried to crush him had only succeeded in spreading the 
truth throughout the world wherever the British tongue was 
spoken. His enemies had done for him what 50 years of ordinary 
propaganda could never have accomplished. They had made the 
questions which he had fought for through the long years real 
questions, about which people were thinking that day in all parts 
of the world as they had never thought of them before. . . . 

Mr. W. Langley-Smith proposed a resolution “tendering to 
Dr. Hadwen the meeting’s united thanks for the great fight he 
had just put up, and congratulating him on the triumph he had 
gained for the cause they held dear, and rejoicing that the charge 
of mistaken diagnosis was so fully refuted and that Dr. Hadwen’s 
right to refuse to administer a drug he considered useless and 
dangerous had been so completely vindicated.” 

Mr. J. Hieatt seconded, and the motion was carried unanimously. 

On the proposal of Miss Kidd, seconded by Mr. G. Matthews, 
and supported by Dr. Hadwen, Major Austin was thanked for his 
address. 

There were extraordinary scenes after the meeting. Accompanied 
by a band and a torchlight procession, the doctor and his friends 
were driven round the city, accompanied by a big crowd of cheering 
admirers. On arriving at his home Dr. Hadwen made a brief 
speech of thanks, and after singing “ For he’s a jolly good fellow,” 
the crowd joined in the singing of “ Praise God, from Whom all 
Blessings Flow,” and then dispersed. 
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THE AFTERMATH OF TESTIMONY. 


FTER Dr. Hadwen’s trial, the Daily Mail 
published the letter which follows. 
Dr. Hadwen immediately sent a 
reply to the direct challenge it 
contains, but his letter was not in- 
serted! We append a copy of it. 
From the Daily Mail of November 1. 
VALUE OF SERUMS. 
To the Editor of the“ Daily Mail.” 

Sir,—In decrying as he does the value of anti-diphtheritic 
serum and allied treatments Dr. Hadwen is doing incalculable 
harm by further influencing against them those of the lay fraternity 
who, through ignorance, are already averse to their use. 

It cannot be pointed out too strongly that to-day there are many 
invaluable agents employed by the up-to-date medical man, all 
of which are obtained directly or indirectly through experimental 
inoculation of animals, which agents are the certain and only 
means of saving valuable human life. In prejudicing the lay 
opinion against their use grave harm can result. 

In this connection it would be interesting to hear Dr. Hadwen’s 
opinion with regard to the use of the typhoid vaccine, the employ- 
ment of which serves to reduce the death-rate in typhoid fever 
to so low as 0-2 per cent. as against the high mortality of 30 per 
cent. among the uninoculated. There are undoubted proofs that 
in the Boer War, and to an infinitely greater extent in the Great 
War, the use of typhoid vaccine was instrumental in saving many 
thousands of valuable lives. 

It would be further interesting to hear Dr. Hadwen’s opinion 
of the Pasteur treatment for hydrophobia, a treatment which has 
rendered the fear of death from this loathsome disease altogether 
negligible, and this with no attendant risk, 

H. CauLton REEKS #FERiC.V SS 

Red Lion Street, Spalding. 

DR. HADWEN’S REPLY. 
VALUE OF SERUMS. 
Lo the Editor of the “Daily Mail.” 

Sir,—Your correspondent Mr. Caulton Reeka FRC VS ss 
states that I am “doing incalculable harm by further influencing ” 
lay people who object to inoculations. I would point out that the 
publicity recently given to my views was hardly of my own 
seeking; he has only his fellow believers to thank for its 

He asks me for my Opinion on typhoid vaccine and the Pasteur 
treatment of hydrophobia. With regard to the first he states 
that “there are undoubted proofs” that many thousands of valuable 
lives were saved by it in the Boer War.’ He does not provide 
these proofs. As a matter of fact the vaccine was so unsatis- 
factory that this was the reason given for subsequent refusal of 
the Japanese to use it in their war with Russia into which they 
went, to quote the late Professor Osler, ‘“‘as fully prepared against 
bacilli as against bullets,” and in which they established the 
value of their medical service by reversing the previous death 
rates from those two causes. In the Great War it is noteworthy 
that wherever sanitary measures failed the familiar fevers raged, 
though there was a good deal of change of nomenclature. On the 
Western F ront, where the troops had clean water to drink, there 
was little enteric, and also little “dysentery.” In Gallipoli and 
Mesopotamia, there was a great deal. We know why. I am 
aware of no reliable statistics which establish the figures given 
by Mr. Reeks as to the difference between inoculated and. un- 
inoculated, but I do know that two medical officers (Upjohn and 
Martin) confessed that when cases diagnosed and treated as typhoid 
were submitted to them for bacteriological tests they “viewed 
with suspicion” those of inoculated men, and accomplished the 
remarkable feat of turning 325 cases of typhoid into 25! Lieut.- 
Colonel Donegan provided further revelations on this point. 

In regard to the hydrophobia treatment, Dr. Karl Pearson, 
F.R.S., the eminent Statistician, has stated that “no prudent 
Statistical judgment” can be formed from the figures provided; 
yet it must be upon these that your correspondent forms his 
opinion. During our last hydrophobia scare in this country 
some “ignorant” lay persons, though bitten by alleged mad dogs, 
refused to be inoculated and did not develop the disease, thus 
establishing the fact that it was not inoculation which saved 
those who adopted the treatment. Nobody who has studied the 
subject could assert that there is “no attendant risk.” Patients 
have died from paralytic rabies after inoculation when the dog 
that bit them has remained normal. 

Yours, etc., 
WALTER R, HapDwWEnN, M.D. 


Gloucester, 
November 1, 1924. 


Major Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., wrote to Mi 
Caulton Reeks direct, apparently feeling sure that it we 
useless to address a letter to the Daily Mail. He ha! 
sent us a copy of his communication, which containe 
the following testimony :— 

“I write to let you know that I have been treating diphtherj 
cases for the past 15 years without antidiphtheritie serum an 
without a single death or sequela. At one time I was a believe 
in the value of the stuff, because ‘Authority’ said so, and alway; 
used it, but found ‘Authority’ let me down badly in all genuin 
cases of diphtheria; that is to say, in cases where there wa; 
definite clinical evidence of the disease, not merely bacteriological, 
So I discarded the use of this so-called specific.” : 

Dr. Charles Creighton, the eminent epidemiologist, 
writing to Dr. Hadwen with reference to his trial, gave a 
couple of instances from his own personal experience of an 
epidemic of diphtheria occurring a few years ago in the 
Midland village where he now lives in retirement, when 
he was asked to see a couple of patients. In one case 
he diagnosed quinsy, and the patient was well in a 
couple of days, 
Swab, which gave the verdict <‘ diphtheria,’’ arrived 
from London. The other was a fatal case of 
diphtheria, but the swab was negative ! 

We add two samples of interesting letters received as 
commentaries on the trial, 

Hull, 
November 3, 1924, 
To Dr. Hadwen, Gloucester. 

Sir,—In my brief way I feel that I must more than congratulate 
you in fighting the Assize case successfully. Vaccinations, inocula- 
tions, etc., are, to my 40 years’ life experience, vile and detrimental 
to the human being. I have never in all my life been treated, 
and never would. Though in the Army—years of pre-war service, 
and throughout the recent war (in all the filth and disease) I carried 
on, continuously attending vaccination or inoculation parades, 
but ever refusing and ever being promised defaulters—no leave — 
no promotion, etc., etc., but I stuck it, and fought for leave, 
promotion and all else, and successfully became Sergt.-Major, 
still unvaccinated and uninoculated, and I pride my quiet self 


as I pride your notable self, and now wish you more success than 


ever, with long life and best wishes, sir, 
From yours sincerely, 
Harortp R. Huckte. 


P.S.—I wish I could be eloquent enough to give my views at 


the suggested London meeting of enthusiasts. 


14, Eastern Road, N.2. 
November 1, 1924. 


Sir,—The virtues of vinegar as a gargle for sore throat could. 


scarcely be overrated. I speak from a life-long experience 
IT am now 77). Furthermore, retrospectively for a period 
least 140 years, I can show authority for the cures which 
been accomplished with vinegar, pure or diluted. 

My father’s mother (who, by the way, was the pioneer woman 
publisher) taught her children the uses of vinegar in sickness, 
The wife of her eldest son was my mother, a born nurse, who 
continually cured cases of malignant sore throat with vinegar 
gargle and compresses. . . Ultimately she became famous on 
this account. Friends and even strangers sought her aid. My 
mother was strongly opposed to vaccination. 

Prior to my own marriage, my fiancé suffered from a bad throat 
for years. The vinegar treatment permanently cured him. 

Personally, for about 18 months past I have been afflicted with 
a malady which the doctors pronounce incurable, therefore I 
resolved to experiment upon myself, and, without doctor or nurse, 
I tried several painful applications, 


(and 
of at 
have 


recovering before the report on the 


4 
=e 


ae 


mostly of my own concoction! — 


Not so much in the hopes of prolonging my own life, but more — 


with the earnest desire that I might, perchance, make a discovery 
which shall benefit other sufferers. 

Lately I am giving the vinegar treatment a trial, and my per- 
severance is well rewarded, inasmuch as I now suffer far less pain; 
indeed, at times, no pain at all. And I believe that had I applied 
the vinegar earlier, old as I am, there would have been a good 
chance of my being cured. 

So, will you kindly publish these facts? 

S.A. HaDLey (Widow). 


| 


| DECEMBER 1, 1924. 


_—_—, 


The Abolitionist. 


155 


| THE DEFEATED PERSECUTION. 


By J. DE GIBERNE-SIEVEKING. 


LN every age, in every country, injustice and 
persecution have been the wolves who dog the 
steps of every great man, of every woman ; 
of every great cause. It would almost seem 
as if, in this world, Good could not exist without 
these enemies beside the path. No wheat with- 
out the inextricably mingled tares to impede its 
growth. It is not difficult to think of examples 
wé3of those against whom an alien force has 
: hurled continually the fiercest arrows of 
animosity. But they stood their ground, in their work 
for the world’s true progress, and the arrows fell harmless, 
blunted and powerless to hurt. 
f Curiously enough Dr. Hadwen’s trial has occurred just 
‘when the country was using its votes to oppose a Socialist 
‘majority ; and one’s thoughts go back inevitably to that 
time, not so many years splendid band of 
‘women, who fought un- 
dauntedly shoulder to 
shoulder, in prison and 
out of it, for the cause of 
‘women’s suffrage, were 
opposed bitterly. Can 
they ever forget the savage 
persecution and injustice 
flung at them then by so 
‘many of their fellow citi- 
zens? Yet to-day, because 
‘they knew how to stand 
firm to an ideal, woman’s 
vote is obtained; and is 
‘now acknowledged to be 
‘an absolutely reasonable 
‘demand for those of whom 
‘the largest part of the 
population in this country 
is composed. 

The thing which 7s for- 
gotten by most people 
is the ineffaceable strain - 9U! 
which a long persecution (Picture suggested by Mr. Fraser 
inevitably causes on those who endure it. The bad hour is 
suffered: the difficult foothold maintained: the uncertainty, 


GULLIVER BOUND BY THE LILLIPUTIANS. 
Hewes as a commentary on recent events.) 


anxiety and humiliation endured: the purgatory faced. 
But everyone who has been through a spiritual fire of 
any sort knows as an irrefutable fact that no after efforts 
can rub out the mark which remains behind as a sign 
of what the bitter past meant to them. 

To Dr. Hadwen the memory of the persecution and 
unjust accusations which have been forced upon him can 
never, here, be effaced. He can never forget. Perhaps, 
indeed, he will not wish to forget. There is something 
in such a trial as his, in the delays, the postponements, 
the alien opposition, which — now all the charges 
against him are proved to be utterly without founda- 
tion—lift a man clear above his fellows. Things, 
meant by his opponents to besmirch, recoil on the 
hands that devised them. Accusations die, powerless. 
Slanders wither into nonentity. The stigma, shown 
to all the world to be baseless, is transfigured into an 
honour which all true 
men and women will re- 
cognise as such. He 
was brought to the edge 
of the precipice, but 
Truth was there before 
him with flaming sword 
to. defend him from those 
who so glibly and unjustly 
accused him. 

One looks over the ac- 
cusation, when the ac- 
Me quittal has crossed it 
ps / through, and is amazed 
bec that it can ever have had 
a foothold. 

Now an added devo- 
tion will be shown to 
Dr. Hadwen in Glouces- 
ter. He has faced the 
trial, and all that it 
art wt>—!' meant to him; and the 
country that has been 
served so faithfully by 
his work against vivisection will feel an added respect, 
an added loyalty. 


Our Meeting on Rovember 6. 


S announced provisionally in our last issue, a meeting 
A was held in Room 13, Caxton Hall, on November 6, 
when those members and friends who attended at 
short notice, having read the announcement, had the plea- 
sure of meeting Dr. Hadwen, and hearing from his own lips 
some of his recent experiences. We regret the disappoint - 
ment of some Branch members, who by accident received 
the magazine late, and were thus not apprised of the meeting 
at all. Owing to 
it had been impossible to make any better arrangement, 
or to send cards, and it was a source of gratification to 
note that so large a gathering could be brought together 


the uncertainty of the result of the trial | 


in so haphazard a manner. The room was packed. 

Mr. H. G. Chancellor was in the chair, and after Dr. 
Hadwen had spoken on ‘“‘The Trial’? and its lessons, 
the Rev. Philip Wicksteed, M.A., was prevailed upon to 
make a short speech, to the pleasure of all present. It 
was felt that neither tea nor music were needed to make 
the afternoon a complete success, although, but for the 
trial, this would have been our Autumn Social. 

It was announced from the chair that the Queen’s Hall 
had been engaged for Friday, February 6, when a great 


_meeting will be held to celebrate the event so aptly 


described by the title of the article given above. 


T 
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GEORGE RICHARD JESSE. 


(Continued from N ovember.) 


HE circulars published in our last issue 
show that, in 1875, Miss Cobbe repre- 
—__ sented the present-day National Anti- 
=s==-Vivisection Society, While Mr. Jesse 
represented the British Union for Aboli- 
tion of Vivisection. Compare this 
* controversy with the later one between 

Miss Cobbe and Mr. Coleridge in 1898, or 
indeed with any of those which later protagonists have 
waged, and in every instance the National A.V. Society 
echoes Miss Cobbe almost word for word, while the British 
Union similarly echoes Mr. Jesse. 

In another pamphlet which he issued, he was careful to 
declare concerning his “Society for the Abolition of 
Vivisection”’ :— 

“This, the original Society for the Abolition of Vivisection 
(founded in February, 1875), has no connection with the Association 
in Victoria Street.” 

It is to the “Association in Victoria Street,” namely, 
the National Anti-vivisection Society, which reverted 
to the policy of Restriction in 1897, and of which Mr. 
Stephen Coleridge is now the handsomely-salaried Director 
and Treasurer, that the Charity Commissioners, in 1923, 
handed over the residuary funds of Mr. Jesse’s “Society 
for the Abolition of Vivisection,”? which had not been 
allocated by him to other purposes. 

So far as can be ascertained, Mr. Jesse never had any 
properly organised Society. He was closely examined 
on the point when he appeared before the First Royal 
Commission on Vivisection in 1876, but failed to give a 
satisfactory reply. 

WINDING UP OF THE SOCIETY. 

After his death, in accordance with the directions in 

his will, offices were taken in Northumberland Avenue; 


ponsible body, the Charity In fact, 
the trustees saw at once that the policy of the British 
Union was, as they said, “identical” with that of Mr. 
Jesse, and they generously went to some trouble in 
putting up a certain fight for our rights. 

A MONSTROUS DECISION. 

What the Charity Commissioners did was to invite 
Mr. Stephen Coleridge to confer with them (unknown 
to us) and to decline to see any representative of the 
British Union; to ignore the long and carefully prepared 


statement of the facts sent in by the British Union 


_ to order the money to be handed over to the Nationa 
_ Anti-vivisection Society ; 


to give no reason whatever 
save the obviously incorrect statement that its objects 


| were more similar to those of Mr. Jesse’s Society than 


ours; and to refuse the right to appeal to the Courts 
—and in this suppression of facts they were supported by 
the Attorney-General. ; 
Accordingly, the trustees could do nothing but hand 
over Mr. Jesse’s money to a Society which he had himself 
utterly repudiated (giving its very address), on the 
actual ground which demonstrates his own identification 
with the principles and policy of the British Union, 
Have ‘‘back-stairs methods’? prevailed? We do 


_ not consider that this money was honourably awarded 


or honourably accepted; and we are convinced that 
every honourable person will agree with us. 

This article may not interest those whose only pre- 
occupation is with the suffering animals, and not with the 
means taken for their relief. It will interest those who 
love the British Union — as some do, namely, those 
who know its record best. It will also interest those 
who care for abstract justice. hd 

When Mr. Thomas Brown left a legacy for a Hospital 
for Animals, and this became a Place licensed for vivi- 
section, everybody felt that a great wrong had been done, 
We did not need an abhorrence of vivisection to reach 
that conclusion. The case of Mr. Jesse’s money, diverted — 
by the Charity Commissioners to a Society against whose 
policy he wrote so strongly during his life, affords an 
exact parallel. 


We cannot know what passed between the Charity 
Coleridge in their one-sided 
but the following extract from the National 


“The anti-vivisection agitation originated as a great moral 
movement, and our Society has steadfastly declined to set itself 
up as a body of scientific experts. . . . We are concerned rather 
with the protection of animals from cruelty than with the pro- 
pagation of any medical theories,” 


and the scientific standpoint, giving chief prominence, of 
course, to the former, but taking the trouble to provide 
Not that the claim of the 
National Anti-vivisection Society, as given above, is 
true; scientific arguments have frequently been published 
by it, their comparative paucity being accounted for by 
its considerably smaller output in propaganda. 

But even if the Charity Commissioners were misled 
on this point, that would not alter the fact that Mr. 
Jesse’s disapproval of the Restrictive legislation which 
forms the main plank of the National Anti-vivisection 
Society’s platform was violently expressed during his 
life, and that the terms of his will betray the greatest — 
anxiety that his “Society for the Abolition of Vivisection” 
should be safeguarded for ever from any association 
therewith. 
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jueen’s Hall Meeting. 
| Our readers are asked to do 
‘nique success of the great forthcoming meeting at the 


yueen’s 


Irial of Rex v. Hadwen, 
‘nd the great impetus it has given to our Cause. 


\ Tribute to Dr. Hadwen. 


“The Rev. E. D.S. Camus, Rector of St. Mary de Crypt, 
sloucester, paid the following fine tribute to Dr. Hadwen 
t the great meeting in the Shire Hall on November 12. 
She writer of this note takes the opportunity of passing 
t on to readers of the ABOLITIONIST, during Dr. Hadwen’s 
»pportune absence on the unusual occasion of a short, 
‘much-needed, well-earned and long delayed holiday. 


! “J formed the estimate of Dr. Hadwen’s character the first day 
[met him; and each succeeding time of renewing his acquaintance 
has added to my first conviction that in him we have a man of 
remarkable honesty of purpose and solidity of character; a man 
possessing a courage and a purpose to act in any circumstances 
according to what he believes to be true and right; one with a 
beart which beats with active love for all humanity, man, woman 
and child. His is that soul which is coolest and surest in a 
crisis; who every day has schooled himself in self-mastery; who 
has that greatest force of all—the stored-up power of what he has 
‘been doing every day; whose ethics are of the future—not tradi- 
‘tional and of the past, nor conventional and of the present; who 
possesses the love, cheer and hope ever the by-products of great- 
ness. At his trial he trusted in the God of truth and righteousness 
‘to bring him through; his evidence carried with it that influence 
over those who heard which comes, not from what one has, nor 
‘from any position one may have attained, but from what one 1s. 
/ «« Yes; but what do some people say? ‘He is rather a crank, 
jsn’the?’ ... A crank is a man with a new idea, and the man 
continues to be a crank until that idea is proved successful. Then 
he ceases to be a crank.” 


Dr. Hadwen’s Law Expenses. 

It seems a monstrous thing that an innocent man, 
against whom an unjustifiable Crown prosecution has 
been instituted, may quite easily be ruined financially 
‘in the course of proving his innocence. Everybody will 
realise that the expenses of a three-days’ trial, with first- 
class counsel engaged, are very considerable ; and besides 
this there were, in Dr. Hadwen’s case, several preliminary 
hearings in the Coroner’s and Magisterial Courts, all 
involving legal costs. 

On the day when the newspapers first announced the 
terrible charge that had been brought against our Presi- 
dent, several members called at the British Union Offices 
with the eager offer of money, and urged that contribu- 
tions should be solicited from others who, it was felt, 
would be only waiting for such a request to give. This 
advice was acted upon, and the response has been most 
generous. All felt what the Chairman of the Gloucester 
Citizens’ League so ably expressed at the great meeting on 
November 12—the desire, by such contributions, to take 

some small personal share in the ordeal through which 
Dr. Hadwen was passing. 

We are not yet publishing the amount contributed, 
because donations are still coming in, but we hope to 
announce it in our issue for January, by which time 


the expenses also will probably have been met and | 


the accountsclosed. A full list of the British Union donors 
(including several Gloucester people) and the amounts 


subscribed will be sent to everyone who contributed. 


Hall on February 6th. This occasion will be | 
‘sed to celebrate the verdict of the Jury in the recent | 
its effect upon medical liberty | 
| the medical witnesses who were present in support of the 


The Abolitionist. 


“Truth’’ on the Me 
all they can to make a | 
of the case was gone into most exhaustively and Dr. 


is a fall in the period 


dical Case. 
Truth of November 19 remarks that “the medical side 
Hadwen was cross-examined at great length, and held his 


ground on the technical points in a way that could hardly 
fail to impress any jury.” The Editor further refers to 


defence, and adds that ‘“‘after Dr. Hadwen’s own 
evidence, Sir Edward Marshall Hall thought it unnecessary 
to call them and closed his case—a course which was fully 
justified by the result.” 

The Editor was evidently much struck with the report 
in the Gloucester papers of the speech which Major 
Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., delivered later at the Shire 
Hall. He thinks it a pity that that speech was not 
reported in the London papers, and proposes to publish it 
himself. After mentioning that Major Austin fully agreed 
with Dr. Hadwen’s diagnosis and treatment in the case 
of Nellie Burnham, he adds: 


‘«T am pleased to find that the irresponsible views about the 
diphtheria bacillus which were expressed in the Truth article on 
the case are entirely confirmed by Major Austin’s opinions, which 
appear to rest on considerable experience of the disease. f 

Major Austin has consented to speak at the Queen's 


Hall Meeting on February 6. 


Diphtheria and Croup. 
Students of Dr. Hadwen’s booklet, ‘“‘Antitoxin for 


Diphtheria,” are aware that he devotes a couple of pages to 
demonstrating the fallacy of any argument derived from 
the inclusion of the figures concerning croup. But at 
the recent trial, when he pointed to the fact that in 1871-5 
the diphtheria death-rate was lower than in 1916-20, his 
opponents immediately resorted to this familiar device, 
and the Judge was clearly impressed by their argument, 
which was as follows :-— 

“In 1871-5 croup was treated separately from 
diphtheria, so the croup figures should be added to the 
diphtheria figures for that period, before it can properly 
be compared with the later period, 1916-20, in which 
the distinction between diphtheria and membranous 
croup has been given up. By adopting this method 
we get, not a rise in the death-rate, but a fall.” 

Mr. Justice Lush put the case thus to Dr. Hadwen: 
‘How can you compare one thing with two things?’’ 
Dr. Hadwen admitted the point, but was not afforded 
the opportunity of elaborating his objections to the 
argument. We therefore append them, since the Press 
reported widely this little passage at arms, while ignoring 
the much more important demonstration of the fallacies 
of case-mortality, given by Dr. Hadwen to the Judge. 

The fact is, the whole of the croup cases in the earlier 
period could not honestly be called either diphtheria 
or membranous croup, and the question of antitoxin does 
not come into the argument at all. If croup were (as 
alleged) wrongly diagnosed, it would be wrongly treated ; 
hence it would be unfair to add to the early figures the 
resulting heavy mortality therefrom. As a matter of 
fact, the treatment of membranous croup has been 
enormously improved since the seventies, for, the cases 
being. now notifiable, they are rushed to hospital and 
receive the all-important operative treatment when 
necessary. But, although from the combined diseases there 
1916-20, there are periods of time 
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since 1871-5, from which an opposite lesson would be 
learnt. After these croup cases were included with the 
diphtheria cases the death-rate from the combined diseases 
did increase; thus, whereas the death-rate per million 
in 1871-80 was 261 (as stated in the Supplement to the 
Registrar General’s 65th Annual Report), in 1891-1900 it 
had risen to 314. We imagine that this fact would have 
considerably surprised Mr. Justice Lush, had it been 
brought to his notice. Dr. Hadwen asked for his pamphlet 
in which he deals with that aspect of the subject, but the 
prosecuting counsel refused to hand it tohim. The Judge 
apparently accepted the statement of Sir William Willcox 
that “ever since the discovery of the bacillus in 1883 there 
had been a steady decline in the death-rate.’’ This 
statement, it will be seen, is not true. Nor is it 
right to call every croup case in which the bacillus is found 
by the name of diphtheria. 


The Diphtheria Death-rate, 

As to the diphtheria death-rate itself, it is quite clear 
that antitoxin, which was introduced in 1895, did not 
reduce the death-rate. -Here are the figures. 


1894 291 

1895 259 

1896 291 

1897 246 

1898 243 

1899 292 

1900 ce “% ae if 290 
This leaves us with the same death-rate after six years 
of antitoxin as that which obtained before it! Under the 


to see how Sir William 
anything for antitoxin. 


circumstances, it is difficult 
Willcox can claim 


Dangerous Serum. 
The Observer of November 3 reported that at a babies’ 


home at Baden, near Vienna, two children fell ill with | 


diphtheria. In order to make the 36 other babies 
‘““immune,”’ they were treated with a special serum, and 
six of them died of “diphtheria toxin poisoning.” It is 
suggested that an inquiry is likely to take place. 

Sir William Willcox stated at Dr. Hadwen’s trial that 
he had ‘‘never seen any danger from the use of diphtheria 
antitoxin.” We have reason to believe that at that very 
time there was a serious case of injury at his own hospital, 
St. Mary’s. We have made inquiries of a person at 
the hospital likely to know the facts, and consider it a 
significant circumstance that no reply has been received. 


Swabs. 


Just after the charge brought against Dr. Hadwen | 


had been made public, some of the London newspapers 
drew additional attention to the fashion of swab-taking 
by inserting flaming notices to the effect that the Medical 
Sub-Committee of the London Insurance Committee 
had recommended that a certain doctor be struck off the 
panel, or at least deprived of certain of his dues, for the 
crime of failing to apply the test in a case of diphtheria, 
which proved fatal. Many people believed this to refer 
to Dr. Hadwen, though the name was suppressed. 

The actual case was that of a London practitioner, 
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Apparently the result of the Rex v. Hadwen case W 
waited for before the Panel Service Sub-Committ, 
ventured to pass an opinion. The British M edie. 


Journal Supplement of November 8 reported as follows:, 
FAILURE TO MAKE A BACTERIOLOGICAL TEST, 
“The Panel Service Sub-Committee reported that it had be 
unable to agree with a recommendation laid before the Insuran’ 
Committee at its last meeting that in a case of diphtheria fl 
practitioner was grossly negligent in the treatment provided t 
him for the insured person (now deceased) in that he failed to tah 
a swab of the throat, although there was ample evidénce that tt 
condition of the deceased was such as to suggest that this usuz 
test should be applied. The Sub-Committee was of opinion tha 
the failure on the part of a practitioner to perform a test of a purel 
bacteriological character could not be regarded by itself as neglec 
in treatment.” 


Bacteriology Passing. 

We are glad to note the following sensible remarks by 
Dr. Willoughby, M.O.H. for Eastbourne. They wer 
reported in the Eastbourne Herald of September 6 :— 

“There came a period when bacteriological discoveries wer 
made, when it was thought that we were going to get at the end 0; 
disease by studying bacteria. It was an important subject, but 
it had been put into its proper place, and now we had reached ar 
era which was a great improvement on either of the other twe 
stages; we had practically proved that what we wanted was an 
increase in the general health of the community, that if the com- 
munity were better housed, better clothed and better fed, had 
proper surroundings and that sort of thing, then the human body 
had the power of rejecting disease.” H 


“God Uses Antitoxin.” ; 

Somebody has sent us a cutting from an unnamed 
newspaper containing a leading article on“ Faith Healing,” 
in the course of which we read :-— 

“As Bishop Frodsham says: ‘Men constantly make the mistake 
of thinking that God cures only in one way. He uses many means, 
air, antitoxin, antiseptic, and all 
He can use methods of suggestion 


| now obscure in origin and effect.’” 


We venture to suggest that it is the doctors who use 
' antitoxin, and not God. But 


perhaps Bishop Frodsham, 
like Mr. Justice Lush, needs first of all to ask, “‘ What is 
antitoxin?”’ We hope that no 
the blood-serum of a poisoned 
with the responsibility 


horse, would saddle God 
of its production. 


Rabies Inoculation. 


Bishop, knowing it to be 


Mr. Gustave A. Stryker has contributed several inter- 


esting letters to the New York Bulletin. In one which 


_ appeared on August 30 he related the following :— 


_ alarmed by hearing so much 
_ decided to send the dog to 


and his patient appears to have really died of uncom- | 


plicated diphtheria and not, like Dr. Hadwen’s patient, 
of pneumonia. 

We are inclined to think that more was made of the 
incident than need have been, in order to impress the 
public with the idea of the value of swab-taking at that 
particular time. 


“I was bitten by a dog 


23 years ago. Four other persons were 
bitten by the same dog. 


The lady who owned the dog became so 
about mad dogs and rabies, that she 

the Pasteur Laboratory, on West 
Twenty-third Street, the former home of Lilly Langtry, the famous 
actress. 

“The doctor in charge sent word back in a few days that the dog 
died in terrible convulsions, and had rabies, and that those bitten 
should not lose any time in being inoculated. ' 

“The lady made an agreement all five should be inoculated for 
$1,200. Four took the treatment. As I do not believe in the 
mad dog scare, I refused the treatment. 

“Some weeks after I called at the Institute and asked why I 
did not become mad? I was told my blood was not in condition 
to contract rabies. My advice to anyone bitten by a dog or any 
other animal, 
skin and an adhesive bandage.” 


The Bazaar. 

We have to thank many friends for parcels so kindly 
sent for our stall at the Bazaar. Some of these arrived 
without letters from the donors, hence we could not 
acknowledge them. We ask these friends to realise that 
we are grateful for their gifts, although unable to express 
our gratitude. x 


is to wash the wound, put on some collodion or new — 


a 
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‘How to Answer.” 

‘We regret having to postpone the next instalment of 
ir notes on ‘‘ How to Answer,” having no space for them 
-is month. 


leepy-Sickness and Vaccination. ; 
‘Tn our last issue we reported the opinion of an Austrian 
octor that vaccination had most likely been responsible 
ir the deaths of three young children from sleepy-sickness, 
ad we quoted from the Daily News the whole passage 
‘lating to the matter. It was there suggested that the 
rofessor was led to his conclusion by some experiments 
hich he performed upon rabbits. It is surely needless 
) state that we do not approve of such experiments ; 
the Professor was not satisfied with the fact that 
aree children were vaccinated, and that those three 
dildren all died the same death ten days later, it was 
pen to him to experiment on himself. Reasonable 
eople would have needed no such confirmation. 


nsulin’s Latest. : 
- Professor Haber, a German scientist, has declared that 


the first great step towards the production of supermen 
vas the discovery of insulin, *? and he informed an audience 
t the centenary celebration of the Franklin Institute, 
*hiladelphia, that ‘‘through the elimination of the causes 
f death, science is destined to produce a race of super- 
nen who may expect to live for 1,000 years.” 
Possibly, however, anti-vivisectionists are ‘‘destined”’ 
‘o bring about the extinction of the people who falsely 
lescribe themselves as scientists before they get anywhere 
year that limit. 

The Philadelphia Evening Bulletin of September 22 
eported Professor Haber’s speech, and our quotations 
ire from the Daily Mail. 


Teaching Vivisection. 

We are informed that the State of Maine is the only 
State in the great American Republic in which vivisection 
is forbidden in schools. It is quite common for insects 
and small animals to be dissected alive under the idea of 


‘education.”? We see the result in the characters of | 


Leopold and Loeb, the young Chicago murderers who 
boasted so much of their ardour for science. 

A question on this subject was addressed to the late 
Dr. W. O. Stillman. His reply is published by the 


Vivisection Investigation League :— 

“You inquire whether it would be right to teach children that 
‘animal experimentation under humane conditions is right.’ 
I do not think it would be right. Sooner or later this matter of 
animal experimentation will be abolished. It does violence to 
our moral susceptibilities. Vast quantities of the ablest and 
clearest minded people in the world are opposed to it. 
distinguished men have said that they would prefer to die rather 
‘than feel that they had purchased life at the expense of cruelty to 

animals. 


e 


| It seems to me that you cannot compromise with your 
‘conscience in matters of morals. Many a time persons, in the 
‘Dark Ages, were asked to recant or suffer torture. .. . 

“T should announce perfectly frankly and freely my intention 
to fight for the abolition of the practice of turning over animals 
‘for experimental purposes. It seems to me that such practices 
are foreign to modern civilization.” 


Dogs Wanted. 

_ An advertisement 

(October 3) reads :— 
“Will pay 5s. each for suitable dogs. 

College, 83, Buccleuch Street, Glasgow.” 
This place is licensed for vivisection. 


in the Glasgow Evening Citizen 


The advertiser 


wisely refrains from stating for what the dogs must be 


| 


“suitable.”? What an opportunity for the dog-stealer ! 
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Glasgow Veterinary | ; 
_ knew the practice to 


Several | 
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“Remedies” for Sleepy-Sickness. 

The Daily Mail of October 16 seriously reports the use 
of the following ‘‘remedies”’ for sleepy-sickness :—(1) 
Influenza vaccine; (2) injections of the patient’s own 
blood-serum into the spinal canal; (3) injection under 
the skin of the patient’s own blood; (4) injection of 
the cerebro-spinal fluid of a convalescent ; (5) injection 


of anti-tetanic serum; (6) injection of anti-diphtheritic 
serum, 

Presumably ‘‘ you pays your money and you takes your 
choice.” 


How we get our Furs. 

Wecan seldom find space to mention cruelties other than 
vivisection, but we feel impelled to refer to a postcard 
that has been kindly sent to us by Mrs. Knowlton. It 
bears a very horrible photograph of a Canadian trapper, 
his victims, dead and alive, and two children. One 
fox is hung up bodily by a cruel steel trap, fastened in 
his back paws, while his front paws, just reaching the 
ground below, are in the vice of another! The lady who 
took the photograph (Miss Josselyn) wrote :— 

“The enclosed photograph I took last year, thinking it might 
be of use to the Humane Societies. This man is a big trapper 
and brings most of his victims home alive to skin, as the fur is 
said to be more valuable done this way. The little fox you see 
in the centre (between two children) was a beautiful creature. 
When I first saw him his front paw was in the trap crushed to a 
jelly, the other paw was also crushed. Then the man sprung a 
big trap on the back paws and hung him up as you see. The 
ferocious nature of some men is frightful to think of.” 


Miss Josselyn also said that when she arrived (having 
been asked by the man to photograph his furs) the fox 
was running around the yard in the trap and a woman who 
was there laughed. What an education for the children! 

Vikings of the Ice, a book by George Allan England, 
published at 21s. net, is described by the Manchester 
Guardian as an interesting book, although “‘the subject 
is a repellent one, dealing mostly with ruthless and 
sordid slaughter.” It describes the poor men engaged 
in sealing as often “dying the blanched death of the 
Arctic . . . frozen froth on their lips, distorted, huddled 
under clumpers, sprawling grotesquely,’ and adds, ‘‘ that 
is the human side of the industry; the animal side does 
not stand writing about.” 

If women realised the truth, could they wear sealskin ? 


Giycerine for Diabetes. 
The following appeared in the New 
August 14, 1924:— 
“Baltimore, August 13.—Dr. Henry M. Thomas, of the Johns 
Hopkins Medical College, announces that in mild cases of diabetes 
glycerine has been found to be as effective as insulin.” 


York World of 


George Macdonald and Vivisection. 
The biographies of great men who were anti-vivisec- 


| tionists so seldom mention the fact that we are particularly 


| dealing with the question in Paul Faber, Surgeon” 


glad to note the following passage in the book George 
Macdonald and his Wife, written by his son, Dr. Greville 


Macdonald, with an introduction by G. K. Chesterton. 


“When in 1885 Oxford determined to endow experimental 
physiology, 7.¢., vivisection, Ruskin upon the very day that the 
decision was reached resigned his Slade Professorship. No 
arguments, such as we may be sure he was familiar with then, as 
is every debating society now, counted as relevant; he saw, he 
be eternally opposed to that law which is 
supreme to mere ethical or scientific advantages. What if 
humanity gain all the secrets and remedies of the universe and 
lose its soul ?—a remark which I may claim to epitomize my father’s 
(page 340). 
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UTA we! 


BOLTON. 

We are glad to state that the Chief Officer of the Bolton Fire 
Brigade has allowed the Azsotitiontst to be placed in the staff’s 
recreation room. We commend the efforts of Miss Occleshaw in 
getting our paper read both by the Fire Brigade and the Police 
Force. We suggest that other Branches might offer it to these 
important public bodies. 

The Branch sent a questionnaire to eight Parliamentary candi- 
dates, in each case accompanied by a personal letter. The ques- 
tions, which“were admirably drawn up, asked support for a Bill 
for the Abolition of Vivisection, and resistance (1) to any efforts 
to enforce compulsory inoculation; (2) to the levying of the cost 
of vaccines and serums on the rates and taxes; (3) to the spending 
of public money upon vivisection, Two Conservative members 
were returned for Bolton; one only of these gave a tentative reply. 
Their education will no doubt be continued. 

Two more Dog Shows have been utilised for propaganda. On 
October 22 Miss Occleshaw, Mr. Alan Crompton and Scout Alfred 
Oakes ran a stall at a general Dog Show, and on October 25 Miss 
Occleshaw undertook a stall, unaided, at the Fox Terrier Show 
held in the Drill Hall. Two breeders outside Bolton asked for 
literature to be sent to their kennels. We are asked to place on 
record our Branch’s appreciation of the extreme kindness of the 
respective hon. secretaries of these Shows, by whose courtesy 
alone admission could be obtained. The Shows were visited by 
people from all over the country. 

CAMBRIDGE. 

We have to report with deep regret the passing away of Mrs. 
Nutt, one of the older and first members of the Branch. Although 
a great lover of animals and a keen anti-vivisectionist, her declin- 
ing health stood much in the way of the active help she would have 
liked to render. At the Annual Meeting it was remembered that 
we had lost three of our old and highly valued members in the 
latter months of 1923, viz., the late treasurer, Mr. A. D. Bird; 
Mrs. Garrett and Mrs. Inman, By the death and removal of 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BLACKHEATH. 

On November 4 the Rev. W. J. Piggott gave an address on 
‘“What a Ministry of Health might be and do,” to the Herbert 
Road Branch of the Women’s Co -operative Guild. Great interest 
was shown and several ABOLITIONISTS were bought. 


BOLTON. 

On October 20 a meeting of the Council was held to deal with the 
task to be performed in regard to the General Election, some 
very active work resulting. 

On November 4 a Group Meeting was held at the 
Café, Victoria Square, presided over by Mr. 
We were glad to note the presence of a former hon. secretary of 
the Blackpool Branch, Miss Surr. Our membership was added to. 


CAMBRIDGE. 

Meeting was held at the residence of the 
Searle, F.R.S., on October 23. 
EDINBURGH. 

The Edinburgh Evening News and the Scotsman reported a meeting 
of the Scottish Anti-vivisection Society, held in Dowell’s Rooms, 
Edinburgh, on November 4. Mr. Dugald Semple lectured on 
“Our Duty to Animals,” with special relation to vivisection. 


GUILDFORD. 

Our Guildford Branch is running a series of meetings, the first 
of which was addressed by Miss Kidd on November 17. The 
Rev. Priestley Prime was in the chair. There was a good 
attendance. 


‘Vegetarian 
Alan Crompton. 


The Annual Business 
President. Dr. Ge 


LEIGH. 
The Leigh Journal of November 15 reported a Public Meeting, 
held on November 11, when Mr. Turtle presided and Mr. Middleton 


was the speaker. 
LIVERPOOL. 
On October 30, a debate on the ‘Scientific Aspect of Vivisection” 
was held by the Medical Students’ Society in connection with 
Liverpool University. Dr. Cowen argued in.favour, and Mr. 
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members, our list of subscribers has been reduced, and it is sug 
gested that members could easily double the present number 
if they would always attend the meetings and bring friends 
We earnestly trust that this hint will suffice. 


CAPE TOWN, SOUTH AFRICA. 

Miss Lucas, of Darlington, sends the following news concernin; 
one of the members of the Unitarian Society for the Abolition 0 
Vivisection, founded by her efforts :— 4 

“Some little time ago the Rev. Ramsden Balmforth, now 0) 
Cape Town, preached in the Free Protestant Church of that town 
two most interesting and telling sermons on the subject of ‘Vivi- 
section,’ setting forth in a clear and graphic manner the terrible 
results of this iniquitous practice upon the defenceless victims, 
He also drew attention to the many other serious effects in con- 
nection with vivisection theories; since it is impossible to rely 
upon the so-called benefits discovered by animal-experimentation,” 


HULL (Wilberforce). 

By kind invitation of Mr. S. Bentley, President of the Zionist 
Association, Mr.and Mrs.G. Knight attended Commander the Hon. 
J. M. Kenworthy’s election meeting at the Metropole Hall, Hull, 
It was a fine meeting, the hall being filled to overflowing, 
and when Mr. Knight in his address referred to Commander 
Kenworthy’s splendid work for our dumb friends, much apprecia- 
tion was manifested; for which the Commander, in responding, 
tendered his sincere thanks, 

NOTTINGHAM. 


Mr. Fraser Hewes asks us to insert the followin 
“Dr. W. R. Hadwen 


Roy Horniman (who very kindly took the place of Dr. Hadwen) 
against. The recording of 11 votes on our side may perhaps be 
regarded as something of a triumph, in view of the traditions o 
the Medical School. Mr. Horniman was treated very courteously 
and hospitably entertained. 
MIDDLESBROUGH. 
An excellent meeting was held in the Scottish Tea Rooms on 
November 13, when 


some medical theory, referred to 
and was warmly supported b 
The following resolution was 


‘«That this meeting of members and friends of the British Unio 
for the Abolition 


and 
leadership.’’ 

(N.B.—Similar resolutions have been passed by other Branches.) 

WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of November 8 reported a drawing-room 
meeting held by kind invitation of Mrs. Rowlett on November 4. 
The Rev. A. Ingleby, M.A., was in the chair, and the speaker was 
Mr. Maurice Toms. Mrs. Eyre Heriot urged those present to 
become members of the Branch, which now numbers 500. 

YARMOUTH. 

A meeting was held on October 15 when Mr. Case, J.P., President 
of the Branch, took the chair, and the speaker was Mrs. Keith 
Mackenzie. : 

N.B.—Manchester News is held over. 
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THE LONDON VEGETARIAN SOCIETY  tni'iuitte'tinher the adoption of 2000" 
HUMANE ‘AND PURE DIET. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION (For Members and Associates): FIVE SHILLINGS, 


Which includes the cost and delivery of the Society’s Official Organ ‘'The Vegetarian News,’’ published monthly, price 3d. 
Secretary: FRANK WYATT, 8, Joun St., ADELPHI, W.C.2, 


“FIRST IMPRESSIONS OF AMERICA” 


i 600 feet above sea level, delightful 
Cotswold Hills = scenery and woods, invigorating air. By Dr. WALTER R. HADWEN. 
Food Reform %& Pleasant in al) weathers and at all (Illustrated). 6/6 Net. To be obtained from the British Union. 
e . seasons. Garden shelters command- * An intensely interesting volume.”—Datly Telegraph. 
Holiday Home. % ing exquisite views. ee —————————— 


HYGEIA HOUSE, 37/39, Warrington Crescent, Maida Hill, London, W. 9. 
One of the best known Vegetarian Guest Houses in Great Britain. Four acres 
charming grounds. 12 mins. Piccadilly Circus. Moderate Terms. Illustrated 
Tariff from Manageress, Vegetarian Guest Houses, Ltd., as above. Tel., Padd. 6136. 


Specially suited to Convalescents. 


Apply prospectus, THe Manaceress, PrrcucomBe, near Stroup, Gros. 
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WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small but in- 
fluential body of men, who must be carefully distinguished 
from doctors, few of whom have any acquaintance 
with it. 


POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 
To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
compromise of any kind. 


THE LAST WORDS OF ITS FOUNDRESS. 
‘*To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 

cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 

“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 

Autcbiography of F. P. COBBE. 


WALTER R. HADWEN, Esa., M.D., J.P. 
GERALD C. MABERLY, Esq., M.A., LL.B. 


FORM OF BEQUEST. 


To those who may be inclined to become Benefactors by Will to this Society the following form is respectfully suggested :— 


I bequeath unto the Society called THe BritTisH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION, which has or had 
offices at 32, Charing Cross, London, the stein Of 2 cce-<-\ terri ccs Sete teaenclanr ge en fel ee ee 


free of Legacy Duty, and I direct that the same shall be paid to the Treasurer for the time being of such 
last mentioned Society. 


[N.B.—The term ‘‘ British’”’ is absolutely essential; and to secure the fulfilment of the testator’s wishes it is advisable to 


add the address as well as the name of the Society. | 


By virtue of the Act of 1 Victoria, cap. 26, all Wills and Codicils must be in writing, signed by the Testator, and attested 
by two witnesses in the presence of the Testator and of each other. 


TERMS OF MEMBERSHIP. 


Life Members, £5. Annual Members, 10s. and upwards. Associates, 5s. and 2s. 6d. 
Subscription to THE ABOLITIONIST, 2s. 6d. per annum, post free. 
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FRESH FROM THE AINT. 


A New Year’s Message. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


| HE commencement of a New Year registers a 
stage of progress towards a new and mysterious 
existence. Ancient nations celebrated it. by 
festivals of a more or less religious nature, and 

although the early fathers of the Christian Church con- 
demned its recognition as being a relic of paganism, still, 
as time rolled on, it became impossible to ignore the 
natural longing of the human heart to peer into an unknown 
future; consequently, late in the 16th century it was 
decided that prayer and worship among Christian com- 
munities should mark the Ist of January so that le jour 
de l’An, as the French call it, might be introduced with 
due solemnity. 

As far back as I can remember, my father distinguished 
the day by giving me a new, freshly-minted half-crown, 
which he was at great pains to obtain direct from its 
source, and this silver present was usually accompanied 


by a kindly discourse of a philosophic nature in which the 
newness, the brightness and several other characteristics 
of the silver coin were duly dwelt upon by way of analogy 
with the eventful day which opened up a fresh era in my 
young life. 

In particular, my revered forebear dwelt on the fact 
that silver coins, like human lives, were apt to become 
tarnished by time, but that lives, like silver pieces, 
could by watchfulness be kept unsullied among the cor- 
roding influences which surrounded them. 


The half-crown was promptly consigned to my money- 
box, but long ere I noticed the tarnish on its surface, 
it was transferred to the safer keeping of the Post Office 
Savings Bank, and the lesson of the freshly-minted 
coinage, like that of the New Year itself, became dulled 
in consequence. 

I remember well the thirteenth New Year of my young 
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life. I received my silver half-crown on that day for 
the last time. Circumstances had changed in our little 
homestead, and shortly afterwards I left home for 
good. 

My father delivered a philosophic address as usual, 
when he handed me the freshly-minted coin. He proferred 
me the same stately advice, more suited to one twice my 
age; but on this last occasion he was even more serious 
than formerly, and, putting his hand on mine, he spake 
somewhat as follows :—- 

“None of us know what is in front of us, and I think 
it well that we are not made acquainted with the future; 
were we able to prepare for what may befall us, we would 
probably become sorrowful, reckless, or indifferent, but 
by not knowing, we are compelled to shape our lives to 
meet whatever circumstances may arise, and this teaches 
us to strengthen our characters so that nothing—good or 
evil—shall take us by surprise. But, whatever happens, 
I have found, and you will find, that the cultivation of 
hopefulness is the true secret of happiness and that the 
surest way to achieve success is to expect it and to work 
forats: 

I remember that final paternal address which accom- 
panied the last half-crown as if it had been delivered but 
yesterday; that wonderful organ—the brain—which 
treasures early impressions and locks up the picture of 
scenes that have long passed away until required for use 
responds to this day to the talismanic call of a new half- 
crown or the dawn of a New Year’s Day, and back over 
_ the years I see and hear my much-loved father with his 
kindly face and gentle voice declaring afresh, ‘“‘the cul- 
tivation of hopefulness is the true secret of happiness, 
and the surest way to achieve success is to expect it and 
to work for it.” 
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A lady wrote me a few days ago: ‘‘Shall we ever suc- 
ceed? The clouds look so black; the forces against us 
seem stronger than the forces that are with us. Can 
truth overcome the falsehood? Can right defeat the 
wrong? I confess I every now and then feel hopeless, 
and oh, what would I give if I thought the New Year 
would bring the joy that I long for!” " 

The freshly-minted half-crown sprang like magic from 
its hiding place, and promptly I replied: “The cultiva- 
tion of hopefulness is the true secret of happiness, and the 
surest way to achieve success is to expect it and to work 
yor th. 4 

But how quickly the hopes of the New Year, like the 
newness and brightness of a freshly-minted coin, become 
tarnished as they mingle with the sadder impressions 
which make themselves felt in our midst! ; 

Dispirited souls are of little help to any movement : 
pessimism has ruined many a cause. It will ruin the 
brightest and best organisation that was ever formed; 
it saps the vitality of truth as nothing else can, and 
chills the warmest heart that ever throbbed a response to 
devoted zeal. . 

May I plead, as the New Year opens, that a spirit of 
Optimism pervade our movement? Right and Truth 
are upon our side; and Right and Truth invariably 
triumph. Every successful movement in the past was 
led by optimists. No man can be a leader who is not an 
optimist; mo success can be achieved except where 
optimism prevails. 7 

It is the newly-minted half-crown of the New Year 7 
let us keep it bright, and ever remember that ‘‘ the cul- 
tivation of hopefulness is the true secret of happiness, 
and the surest way to achieve success is to expect it and 
to work for it.” 


F< Charming Dod Story. 


MEMBER of the British Union, Miss 
Mis 


true account of the sagacity of her 
dog—now, alas! no longer with 
<== “. her—to the Dog World, in which 
a it was published on December 12. 
ThRi——~>>sm The object of her letter was to 
-(S2% show that, with patience and love, 

it is easy to train a dog to do 
simple tricks. Some dogs need more patience than 
others, but love never fails. 

“When I taught my little ‘Cocker’ to shut the door, I 
just held up her fat paw against the open door, made 
her paw give it a gentle push, saying, ‘Shut door!’ and 
gave her a little bit of chocolate after. 

“‘T did it a second time, saying it in English, French 
and Italian; and a little bit of chocolate after. 

““Ever after, whether it was said in either lan- 
guage, or whether she saw a cupboard or door open 
of any sort anywhere, of her own accord she rushed 
to shut it, generally saying ‘Oh—h!’ when she saw 
it open. 


‘i 
vat 
Yt 
iu 


ez é ;P. M. Reed, sent the following | 
OH 


“When the Airedale came into the room, which he 
always did, bursting the door wide open and leaving it 
yawning and uncomfortable, especially in the depth of 


| winter, ‘Oh—h—h!’ she said, and rushed past him and 
_ pushed the door to, disgusted at his lack of gumption 


in leaving things ‘in this state’! 

“She generally, however, practically taught herself 
everything, noticing what other people did. Otherwise, 
if I showed her once, and gave her a hint, it was quite 
enough. When she did things especially bright I said 
‘Oh—h! what a good girl!” and she always immediately 
tore into the dining-room to the cupboard, bursting 
with importance. | 

“ «Oh—h—h! Oh—h—h! Oh—h—h—h!’ she said at 
it, as if she thought ‘all good girls havea biscuit!’ Of 
course she did, and she carefully shut the cupboard door 
after. 

“Sometimes I would find her upstairs in a bedroom, 
fearfully busy and looking very hot and annoyed, because 
she had been shutting a cupboard so vivaciously that it 
banged back in her face, while she continued to shut it 
with it ricochetting back at her.” | 


decided against it. 
‘mass of experience which parents have acquired; 
lesson has been painful, but it has been learnt. 


unhealthiness, cannot doubt what is responsible. 
. toxin is not often given as a preventive of diphtheria. 


_ some throat disorder; 


the heart failure to which they succumbed. 
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ANTITOXIN 


T seems almost impossible to per- | 


suade the ordinary “‘educated”’ man 
—that is, the man who accepts 
everything on trust from ‘‘experts”’ 
—that antitoxin is dangerous. But 
parents know. It is the same with 
vaccination. In spite of all the 


in favour of vaccination in the Press, 


The same kind of testimony is being slowly built up 
against antitoxin, although its dangers are not so easily 
recognised, for the following reason: 

Vaccination is applied to a healthy child; the parent, 
who sees it immediately change into a condition of 
Anti- 


It is given as treatment, whether for that disease or for 
thus, being applied to a sick 
person, its responsibility is not easily recognised. The 


parent naturally believes that the child has succumbed 
to the disease itself. 


In spite of this difference, there are many parents who 
view antitoxin with suspicion, and who have good reason 
for attributing to it the death of their children. The 
case of Mr. Guest, of New Mills, may be recalled. He 


lost three boys a few years ago, and wrote to the Ministry | 


of Health, strongly denouncing antitoxin as having caused 
Other parents 
have written similarly, as the authorities are well aware. 


A MOTHER’S TESTIMONY. 
The recent trial has brought us further testimony. 


One mother writes as follows :-— 

“Please forward me your pamphlet, as I am very interested in 
antitoxin serum treatment, having recently lost my daughter, 
aged 163, and I think that she had too much serum injected, and 
the last dose was three strengths all in one, which the doctor 
said he had never used before, and it was injected in the back. 
Well, she got over diphtheria, but she was never the same after 
and died with poisoned kidneys three months after and it was 
only found out a fortnight before she died. I don’t think I would 
have any faith in serum again as my daughter was always a very 
healthy girl.” 

Another letter is more detailed. 
father of a little girl of three who recently died. 


is her story. 


It is written by the 


_ On August 16, 1923, the parents took her to Westcliff- | 
on-Sea for a holiday. The day before they left home, she | 


had fallen and cut her eye; this was treated by a chemist, 
who also gave her a powder. 

Next day she woke up crying, a most unusual thing, 
and when in the train she complained of pain in the 
stomach. The parents attributed this to the effects of 
the powder. 

On August 17, as she was obviously ill, a doctor was 
called in. He diagnosed pneumonia; but when he 
called again on the next day, he changed this to 


“diphtheria,” as there was a small yellow spot on one of | 


her tonsils. He took a swab and injected antitoxin, 
saying that ‘“‘he was not going to take any risks, and if 
the child had not got diphtheria it would not hurt her, 
but if she had it would save her life.” 


This | 


preaching of doctors, the bullying | 
of magistrates and the propaganda — 


the people have by a majority — 
This is certainly due to the vast | 
the | 


DEATHS. 


On August 19 he called again and reported that the 
swab was negative! He took another, but that also was 
negative. Here was a case in which antitoxin had 
obviously been mistakenly administered, even accord- 
ing to the modern medical theory. We give the rest of 
the sad story in the father’s own words :— 


A FATHER’S STORY. 

“This further swab proved negative, and on Thursday he called 
and examined the child and stated she was quite well and had 
never had diphtheria and there was no need for him to call again. 
The child, however, seemed so weak on her legs that she could 
not walk. We thought this was due to her staying in bed, but 
after a day or two she seemed no better so my wife took her to the 
same doctor. He said it was weakness and advised Sloan’s 
liniment to be used on her legs. My wife soon had to discontinue 
this treatment as the liniment was too strong for the child and 
made her scream. The whole of this treatment so played on the 
child’s nerves, ‘hat one night after she was supposed to be out of 
danger, she woke up screaming “Take me home,’ and struggled so 
much in my wife’s arms that she had great difficulty in holding her. 
We stayed at Westcliff until the 30th August, thinking, of course, 
it would benefit the child. 

“On arriving home my wife saw the doctor who had attended 
the child for minor complaints, told him what had occurred at 
Westcliff. He said it was a pity she had had the antitoxin, but 
the Westcliff doctor was quite in order in injecting the antitoxin 
in the child and he would have done the same himself. He also told 
my wife that the child would gradually get her strength back and 
would be able to walk. Days passed and still the child got no 
better. My wife went to the doctor again and he suggested that 
she should take. the child to Westminster Hospital for massage 
treatment. My wife took the child to Westminster Hospital, 
told the doctors there exactly what had happened at Westcliff, 
asked them whether it was due to the antitoxin. They said No. 
These two doctors (one a specialist) said they could find no reason 
why the child could not walk. One of them told the child to 
walk to her mother. My wife warned him that the child could not 
possibly walk. The child tried to walk and fell on her forehead. 
The specialist then laid the child on a bed and pulled her legs 
about. He said, ‘I can’t see why she should not walk. Leave 
her here for half an hour, I’ll make her walk.’ My wife said, 
‘Can I stay?’ He said, ‘Certainly not.’ My wife replied, ‘Then 
the child won’t stop.’ The child was then brought home. The 
poor child sobbed all that night and her nerves were in a shocking 
condition. 

“My wife saw our doctor again, reported the treatment she had 
received at the hospital and asked him if the child would ever 
walk again. He said, ‘Of course, but it would take time.’ 

“On Saturday, October 5, my little girl seemed worse and we 
called the doctor in, but she screamed so much that he could not 
examine her. On Monday, October 6, my wife did not dress the 
child. She called the doctor in, who examined her and said she 
was very ill and he could not say that she would get over it. I 
asked him what the complaint was and he said, ‘I’m afraid of 


pneumonia.’ On Wednesday, October 8, my little girl passed 
away. The doctor put on the certificate of death ‘broncho- 
pneumonia.’ 


“Now, sir, I am convinced that my poor little girl never had 
diphtheria. The antitoxin was the cause of her death. She 
died of paralysis, not pneumonia. 

“Our child was a bright, happy little girl, always nimble on 
her feet until this terrible tragedy. Picture to yourself our 
thoughts and feelings when the poor little paralysed mite used to 
say, ‘Mummie, why can ’t I walk?’ Picture our loss—she was our 
only child. 

‘“‘T hope I have not wearied you, but I think this letter will 
convince anyone that your opinion of antitoxin is right. 

“T suppose if I had called in another doctor at Westcliff he would 
have made no difference, as most likely he would have advised the 
same treatment, or ordered my little girl to the hospital and the 
antitoxin would have been injected there.” 


We have reported this case at some length, because 
it proves several points. 
(1) The antitoxin was administered needlessly. 


(2) It caused paralysis (a point made by Dr. Hadwen at 
the trial, which was discounted by the Judge on ac- 
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count of the excuse made by those who believe in it | 


that it is probably a choice betweeen paralysis and 
death. In this case, it certainly was not). 

Medical etiquette caused the doctor who thought its 
use ‘‘a pity” to justify it nevertheless. 

The doctors at the hospital appear to have been so 
unwilling to admit that antitoxin could have its 
dangers, that they preferred the assumption that the 


(3) 
(4) 


child was shamming. The mother was probably wise | 


in refusing to leave the little girl in their hands. 


(5) The diagnosis of death is extraordinary, seeing that) 
it applied to October 8, and pneumonia was sus- 
pected on August 16, the child having been ill during | 
the whole of the interval! Pneumonia does not 
take two months to develop. i 

We can only express our deep sympathy with these! 
parents, and others in a similar position, who lose their 
little ones through a senseless medical fashion; that is, 
through the direct act of those who pin their faith to it, 
and who are never indicted for manslaughter. “ 


‘*Docfors in the Gitness Bow.”’ 


HE Daily Telegraph of November 19 gave an interest- | 
ing report of a meeting of the Hunterian Society, | defence, but Sir William was determined to take no 


held two days previously, at which prominent | 


| (1) Dr. Hadwen’s stat t that Nellie was nearl ll 
the former was Sir William Willcox, whose views are given | DD eT Ne ee aden une 


medical and legal men discussed the above subject. Among 


as follows :— 

“Sir William Willcox said the medical witness should be abso- 
lutely free from bias. He would be the more successful if he had 
an appreciation of the psychological position of his questioner, 
which would enable him to anticipate questions.” 


These remarks are interesting, being given so soon after 
the case in which Sir William Willcox tried so hard to 


This was in conflict with the facts put forward by the 


notice of them. Here are the points that he ignored :— 


on August 6. 


_ (2) Mrs. Burnham’s assurance to Tanner, as testified at 


be “‘successful”’ in convicting Dr. Hadwen of a serious | 


crime. 

What is ‘“‘success,”’ in the sense implied ? 
the conviction or the con- 
demnation of a fellow crea- 
ture, and not a mere 
achievement of skill. We 
agree that the medical wit- 
ness, as one not personally 
concerned, ought to be free 
from bias, but nobody can 
doubt that when, e.g., it 
is a case of convicting an 
unregistered practitioner, he 
is full of bias, and the same 
applies to the unorthodox 
qualified doctor. 

But surely there is an- 
other reason for bias? Sir 
Francis Newbolt, K.C., 
who followed Sir William, 
“humorously” remarked 
that medical experts were 
the only experts who were 
really fundamentally 
honest, and that he should 
like them to give evidence 
“as though they were paid 
by both sides, and if they did so, they would be 
ideal witnesses.’”’ From which we gather that the 
humour of the opening compliment consisted in its 
insincerity. Certainly, it is a factor full of danger to 
the man in the dock, that the medical witness who comes 
from outside is paid to serve the interests of a prosecution. 

Sir William Willcox did appear to fulfil his own ideal 
in one respect; he was ready for every question put by 
Sir E. Marshall Hall, and prepared with an answer which 
should put Dr. Hadwen in the worst light. Perhaps his 
most inexcusable sentence was the following. He gave as 
a reason for believing that Nellie Burnham’s pneumonia 
was the result of her alleged diphtheria— 

“‘The pneumonia in this case appeared to come on insidiously. 
There was no dramatic, sudden change.” 


? 


THE WEIGHT 


It is either | 
OF EVIDENCE. 


aap 


the inquest, that she was much better on that date. 


The unintentional corroboration of this by Mrs. 
Burnham when she said that Nellie would be able 
to shout for anything she wanted. 


Mrs. Burnham’s evidence that on the following day, 
Friday, a new and serious symptom (vomiting) 
suddenly arose. 

(5) The fact that, on Satur- 

day, the relapse was so 
serious that she sent for 
Dr. Hadwen—the only 
occasion, after the first 
notification of the ill- 
ness, on which she did 
so. 
Dr. Hadwen’s evidence 
that he was thunder- 
struck at the obvious 
change in the child 
when he called. 

It will be seen that it was 
not merely a question of Sir 
William Willcox refusing 
to believe Dr. Hadwen; he 
had to throw over a con- 
siderable portion of the 
mother’s own evidence when 
he coolly denied that there 
had been any _ sudden 
change. In preference, he 
accepted the other confused 
and contradictory  state- 
ments of Mrs. Burnham about the illness. And this is the 
man who dares to suggest that he excludes bias when 
giving evidence against a fellow practitioner! Sir William 
Willcox was not “paid by both sides.” 

Incidentally, we are glad to note that Sir Bernard 
Spilsbury accentuated the point that post mortem examin- 
ations should be thorough, with the use of the micro- 
scope. ‘In criminal cases,’’ he said, ‘‘ human life might 
depend upon the results.”” In our view, in cases con- 
cerned with medical practice, all chance of the conviction 
of an accused person ought to be ruled out, unless he 
has been given the opportunity of himself assisting at 
a thorough and complete investigation of the character 
described. A denial of this suggests that something is 
being concealed. 


| 
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PUBLIC MEETING 


QUEEN’S HALL, 
Langham Place, W. 


ON 


Friday, February 6, 1925 


AT 8 P.M. 


CHAIRMAN: H. G. CHANCELLOR, ESQ. 


Speakers : 


LIEUT.-COLONEL DONEGAN, c.B., LL.D., L.R.C.P., L.R.C.S. (Ex R.A.M.C.) 
MAJOR REGINALD F. E. AUSTIN, macs. cece. ex name 
DR. D. HOLM ES: M.B., M.CH. (EDINBURGH UNIVERSITY), L.R.C.S. (EDINBURGH) 


DR. W. R. HADWEN, M.D. (ST. ANDREWS), M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. LOND., L.S.A., J.P. 


A few reserved (numbered) tickets at 2/6 and 1/- to be obtained 
from the British Union, 32, Charing Cross, London, S.W. 1. 


N.B.—It is advisable also to apply for FREE tickets, as these will admit to better placed 
seats than will be avatlable for those entering without tickets. 


COME EARLY! 
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The Queen’s Hall Meeting. 

The attention of our readers is drawn to the advertise- 
ment of the Queen’s Hall Meeting which appears on the 
previous page. We havea very attractive list of speakers. 

That Major Austin has testimony of a valuable kind 
to give is proved by the fact that the Editor of Truth 
sought his permission to publish, in its entirety, the 
speech he delivered recently at the great meeting in 
Gloucester. 


Dr. Holmes, of Coventry, is a lover of liberty, who is | 
determined in his medical practice not to subordinate | 


his own opinions to those of any body of professional 
autocrats in London. He has successfully fought the 
B.M.A. in a notable action concerned with boycott. 

Dr. Hadwen will be, of course, the hero of the evening, 
in view of his recent trial. 

We have been fortunate enough to secure also for our 
platform Lt.-Col. Donegan, retired medical officer in 
the Royal Army Medical Corps, a brilliant speaker and 
writer, two of whose articles we took the liberty of 
reprinting from the Medical Press during the war. He 
combines a keen sense of humour with a critical and clear 
judgment, and he will, no doubt, have something to tell 
us about his experiences in the Army. Lt.-Col. Donegan 
has received appropriate honours for his war services, 
according to Who’s Who. 

During the Burmese Campaign he gained a medal and 
two clasps, and again a medal and clasp at the Malakhand 
Expedition on the Punjab Frontier; he further distin- 
guished himself in the South African War, gaining the 
Queen’s Medal with five clasps and the King’s Medal 
with two clasps, and he was twice mentioned in despatches, 
being recommended for special recognition and thanked 
by the Commander-in-Chief at the close of hostilities. 
During the recent war he again showed great gallantry, 
was wounded, and mentioned in despatches four times, 
receiving the C.B. While not an avowed anti-vivisec- 
tionist, Col. Donegan is so much in agreement with us 
that we are delighted to welcome him to a meeting of this 
special character, which is held as a protest against 
medical dogmatism and tyranny, and he on his side is glad 
to add to ours his congratulations to Dr. Hadwen on the 
happy issue of the recent trial. - 

Dr. Gertrude Best (Mus. Doc.), of Gloucester, a member 
of the British Union, has kindly promised to play the 
organ for twenty minutes prior to the meeting. 


Dr. Hadwen’s Law Expenses. 

We are delighted to state that the response of our 
members to the modest appeal sent out, in which it was 
suggested that they would, no doubt, wish to do what 
they could towards defraying the costs of the defence 
in the recent trial, has been so generous that these expenses 
will not only be fully covered, but a substantial sum will 
remain for the organisation of the Queen’s Hall Meeting, 
which may perhaps be regarded as the last act of the drama. 
The list will now shortly be printed and sent to all the 
subscribers. 

The total amount up to date has reached the magni- 
ficent sum of £3,106 14s. 5d. The expenses cover a 
period of three months and involve several costly legal 
hearings. The costs of the prosecution are borne by the 
City of Gloucester, but those of the defence have to be borne 


by Dr. Hadwen. He tenders to all his friends from fa 
and near his sincere thanks for the wonderful and entirel 
unexpected way in which they have come forward and 
by relieving him of all financial loss, taken their share — 
in his trouble. 


The Bazaar Stall. ; 
The Animals’ Fair was held in the Church House, — 


Westminster, on November 29, and there was a brave 
muster of stalls, representing various Societies. We only — 
wish the public had been more in evidence. The change — 
of place was an experiment, and we think the organisers — 
will do well, another year, to return to that usual centre — 
of humanitarian activities, the Caxton Hall. Not only 
is it better known, but, when several rooms are utilised, it — 
affords more space. Certainly, far greater accommoda- 
tion for stores is made available for stallholders, and the — 
stalls themselves are not placed in such close proximity — 
one to the other. | 
Of our helpers’ devotion and energy too much cannot 
be said. Mrs. Pater (who not only conveyed the large — 
and numerous parcels to the building, but owing to an 


| accidental delay in the provision of assistance, carried — 


every one of them up a long flight of stairs unaided) 
was almost superhuman in her efforts. Mrs. Keith © 
Mackenzie, Mrs. Aird and Captain and Mrs. Pinto Leite 
did yeoman service, especially in the evening, diligently 
seeking purchasers in the Hall. Mrs. Butcher, Mrs. 
Nelson, Miss Simpson and Miss F. M. Kidd helped with 
the unpacking and the arrangement of the stalls, and 
acted as saleswomen during the afternoon. Although the 
proceeds were not as large as we had hoped, they were | 
certainly much larger than they would have been with 
less eager and zealous workers. : 
The result was as follows :-— 


Lo Saas 

Sales on November 29.. i i. LSE 
Taken at a Supplementary Sale at the 

Office on December 6 10 15 2 

Donations in money 26 16 6 

Total £55 13, 8 


To all our friends who sent parcels, as well as to those — 
who served so efficiently at the Bazaar, we tender our 
most grateful thanks. 


Medicine’s “‘ Offensive.’’ . 

“ Medicine in the future must change its strategy, and, instead 
of awaiting attack, must assume the offensive.”—Sir David Bruce 
(John 0’ London’s Weekly, Oct. 18). .. 

Probably Sir David’s idea of the offensive consists of — 
polluting healthy blood with antitoxins and other abomina- 
tions—‘ offensive,” truly, but not quite in the way he 
intends to convey. 

What a contrast to the real prevention of disease by — 
right and wise methods—clean living, clean houses and — 
good sanitation, by which vigorous bodily health can be — 
built up—Nature’s own protection against disease! 

The real need is not for ‘“‘medicine,”’ protective or 
otherwise; but for sound and vigorous health, and this 
can only be obtained by obeying natural laws, living 
healthily and keeping all our surroundings, especially 
food and air, clean and wholesome. ‘a 
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The Vinegar Remedy. 

Last month we published a letter from one of our Branch 
members, who was anxious to testify to the medicinal 
virtues of vinegar (dilute acetic acid) from her own 
sxperience, having noted the foolish expressions of scorn 
indulged in by some of the newspapers, because Dr. 
Hadwen had ordered a gargle of vinegar and hot water in 
the case of Nellie Burnham. 

Lest our readers should suppose that such appreciation 
is confined to lay sources, we give the following valuable 
testimony, which Dr. Lang Hodge was prepared to 
provide at the trial. Dr. Lang Hodge holds the degrees 
of M.D., F.R.C.S., and is late Resident Medical Officer 
of Ventnor Hospital for Consumption and Diseases of the 
Chest, and Honorary Physician to the Green Bank In- 
firmary, Plymouth. He says:— 

_ “J may mention a personal experience in my own family. My 
_ boy had ulcerated tonsillitis with a sanious discharge from 
‘poth nostrils, foul foetor of breath, and I treated him with dilute 
‘nitric acid. (Ringer, a standard authority on the subject, in his 
Handbook of Therapeutics, recommends dilute acids for ulcerative 
‘conditions of all kinds.) I called in a brother physician who 
gave no hopes of his recovery, but the treatment with dilute 


‘acid was eminently successful. The change within 24 hours was 
remarkable.” 


Dr. Lang Hodge points out that the late H. C. Allen, 
‘M.D., of Philadelphia, in his M ateria Medica, says, 
“Inhalation of vapour of vinegar has been successfully used 
‘in croup and malignant diphtheria.” He adds, concerning 
/Dr. Hadwen’s treatment of Nellie Burnham :— 

“T consider that the treatment he adopted throughout was the 


_ very best that could be devised for such condition of the throat 
as he described.” 


Dr. Lang Hodge was not, like Sir William Willcox, 
asked to give evidence. He came forward voluntarily 
‘with an offer of his testimony, if needed. 

Yet another testimonial to the value of vinegar in 
diphtheria comes from a correspondent at Aldershot, 
who was cured of that disease by the treatment, many 
years ago, and who also mentions its use in a case of 
cancer, judged inoperable and incurable at St. Bartholo- 
-mew’s Hospital recently, and now cured. 


) 


_A Vicar’s Comment on the Trial. 
The Rev. A. M. Mitchell, M.A., Vicar of Burton 
Wood, Lancs., writes as follows in Excelsior (his parish 


magazine) for December :— 

“The charge of manslaughter brought against Dr. Walter 
Hadwen, J.P., for which the famous doctor was put on trial at 
the recent Gloucester Assizes, resulted in his acquittal. ihe 
verdict was the cause of great jubilation inside the Court, and in 
the packed streets of Gloucester City. The friends and admirers 
of Dr. Hadwen are not restricted to Gloucestershire, they are to 
hand wherever you go—in England, Scotland, Ireland, on the 
Continent, in the Colonies, in Canada, in America, in India, 
in fact all the world over. We add our congratulations to the 
thousands which must have reached the doctor from all points of 
the compass. No braver, no more valiant champion of a righteous 
cause has been known in this 20th century. His persistent defence 
of the animals, his doughty championship of their rights, his 
unanswerable challenge of the vivisectors and his exposure of the 
smallpox scare, have made Dr. Hadwen one of the best known, 
_ most hated and most loved men in the country. 

“Vivisectors and vaccinists fear and tremble at the mere mention 
of his name. May he live long to fight and confound the enemies 
of both man and beast!” 


And on Smallpox. 
The Vicar continues :— 

“Smallpox has become such a negligible disease in England that 
during the last 19 years nearly four times as many children under 
five years of age have been killed by vaccination, as have died 
from smallpox. 

“«The Registrar-General records 54 deaths from smallpox in 
these years, in children under five, and 196 from cowpox and other 


effects of vaccination. The operation intended to protect from 
smallpox has caused more deaths in children than have occurred 
from smallpox. In eight of those years the total deaths from 
smallpox, at all ages, was less than _,the total deaths from 
vaccination.’ 

“This is a quotation from a remarkable speech delivered by 
Major Austin at Copenhagen and translated paragraph by para- 
graph to the audience. The Major’s statement proves how true it 
is that a remedy(?) may be worse than the disease. Why persist 
in the practice of a discredited cult, not necessarily, certainly not 
wholly, a medical question? 

“ ‘The great Sydenham said that if no harm were done by a 
physician or nurse, smallpox was the slightest and most safe of 
all diseases.’ 


The Mother Knows. 
The Star of November 24 reported that Mrs. A. C. Lee, 
a mother of six children, was summoned at Hastings for 


not having her youngest child vaccinated. 

“She declared that two of her children which had been vac- 
cinated had died. None of her children who were living had 
been done. 

“She admitted that the death certificate of the two children 
who had died did not state that vaccination was the cause of 
death. 

“Tt was pointed out to her that in every case where death was 
due to vaccination a Ministry of Health inquiry was held. 

“The Bench made an order for the child to be vaccinated within 
a month if medically fit, but Mrs. Lee declared that she would 
not have the child done, as she was not strong enough.” 


It should be noted that the Ministry of Health only 
inquires into a death after vaccination in cases where the 
doctor himself gives vaccination as the cause of the death. 
It is absurd to suggest that this is invariably done. As 
a rule, a doctor will put down any complication that 
arises as the cause, rather than implicate vaccination 
itself. 


Dr. J. Haddon on Anti-vivisection. 

It is not often that a medical paper accepts an article 
which bears the bold title ‘ Anti-vivisection” and which 
treats the subject sympathetically. We were therefore 
specially pleased to see such an article in the Medical 
Times for November. It is written by John Haddon, 
M.D., and it pays tribute to Lawson Tait and to his 
predecessor, Dr. Syme, under whom Dr. Haddon worked. 


The article concludes as follows :— 

“Thus, so far as disease is concerned, vivisection is not really 
necessary and may be given up. Its advocates say that it has 
enabled physiologists to advance physiology and so help in the 
treatment of disease, but its opponents deny this and I am inclined 
to agree with the latter. But the strongest argument against 
vivisection is that the lower animals on whom it is practised are 
our fellow creatures, with feelings similar to ours, which ought 
to be respected, and believing as I now do that they reason much 
the same as we do, it seems to me wrong to inflict such pain as 
vivisection necessitates even in the most humane hands.” 


Dog Vaccination. 

Dr. W. W. Keen, an aged man and the foremost medical 
protagonist of vivisection in America, is now urging the 
vaccination of dogs as a preventive of hydrophobia. His 
remarks are quoted in the Philadelphia Public Ledger of 
November 9, and they were occasioned, it appears, by 
“the recent opposition encountered in Atlantic Ci 
to such vaccination. Dr. Keen remarks pathetically, 

“T£ those interested in dogs in Atlantic City thoroughly under- 
stood the measure, it is hard to believe that they would oppose 
1 

The fact is, many dogs have been killed by this vac- 
cination. Our children are not safe; now it is the turn 
of our dogs. 

People might well ask,“ Where shall we find a thing to 
love that presents no temptation to the man with the 
inoculating syringe ?”’ 
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Dog Vaccination Law Defeated. ; 

In spite of Dr. Keen, the following appeared in the 
Philadelphia Evening Bulletin of Saturday, December 6. 

“Atlantic City, December 6.—The city commission has repealed 
the dog vaccination ordinance. 

“The repeal represents a victory for dog owners at the shore and 
for the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. Aftera 
statement from the State Department of Health calling attention 
to the alarming spread of rabies among human beings, as a result 
of bites from mad dogs, the commission had passed a measure 
requiring all dogs be vaccinated against rabies. Dog owners 
immediately protested, forming an Association to fight the measure, 
which was characterised as being ‘inhumane and non-effective.’” 


Tuberculin Test Acknowledged a Failure. 

The Victoria Colonist of December 2 contained a long 
report of statements made to the Legislature by the Hon. 
Dr. W. H. Sutherland (Minister of Public Works) and 
others, to the effect that the Government of British 
Columbia had slaughtered thousands of perfectly “safe” 
cows in trying to deal with tuberculosis. Dr. Sutherland 
said he spoke as a medical man rather than as Minister. 

“The tuberculin test has been a failure,” he said. “It 
has been discovered that cattle with a small touch of tuber- 
culosis in one gland, which does not in any way affect the 
milk-producing organs, will react to the tuberculin test; 
whereas cattle that are completely covered with 1t do not 
veact to the test at all. We have been slaughtering thou- 
sands of animals which were perfectly safe milk producers 
and passing over others that are a real menace. We assumed 
that the tuberculin test was infallible, but we now find that 
a physical examination of the animal 1s more reliable. The 
same applies to human beings.” 

Is not this what Anti-vivisectionists have been saying 
for years, unheeded? Because the writings of Dr. 
Hadwen and other medical critics are ignored, many 
thousands of pounds are wasted yearly on the machinery 
of these foolish tests based on the germ theory. How 
much our own country has paid for the tuberculin and the 
Wassermann test respectively it would be hard to compute. 


Cure for “Typhus and Measles!” . 
The following is from the Philadelphia Evening Bulletin 


of November 10 :— 


CLAIMS TYPHUS SERUM SUCCESS. 


(By Associated Press.) 
“Tokio, November 10.—Dr. Shigeru Kusama announced to-day 
he has obtained a new treatment for typhus and measles. 
“The treatment, which he said was successful, is effected with the 
virus taken from the kidneys of an artificially infected monkey.” 


Having its source in cruelty, we presume this new 
treatment will be respectfully considered. But a vaccine 
that cures two different diseases is surely a novelty which 
deals a blow at the specific-germ theory. 

Three Cancer Germs! 

The Daily Mirror of October 28 reported that Professor 
Blumenthal, of the Berlin Institute for Cancer Research, 
had succeeded in isolating no fewer than three different 
bacilli alleged to cause cancer—in animals. But there was 
a proviso: the germs must be assisted by “‘infusorial 
earth.” Strange to say, the latter seems not to have been 
suspected as providing a fourth possible source of origin. 
Mr. Fraser Hewes and his Members. 

A large Branch demands much work from its hon. 
secretary, and Mr. Fraser Hewes reports that his reminders 
to forgetful members only bring profuse apologies, as a 
rule, from those who are not forgetful! We insert his 
appeal as follows, hoping it will reach the eye of some 
who have forgotten to pay their subscriptions. 

“It is only a few days from the end of the year, and, although 
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a 
I have reminded members that their subscriptions were due (month — 
by month) a large number have not responded and I must set to, | 
as in previous years, and advise them all again; alsocallon many. of 
If members only knew what a vast increase of work this means q 
I am sure they would wish to spare their hon. sec. this addition © 
to his heavy duties. I have come to really dread the end of © 
the year! Members will greatly oblige by sending at once.” 
Vivisected Dogs’ Appeal. | 

The “‘ Vivisection Investigation League” of New York 
kindly supplies us regularly with most telling “‘ abstracts” 
from the vivisectionist journals of America. The American 
Journal of Physiology we have dealt with ourselves in 
several issues of the ABOLITIONIST during 1924; but we 
generally get something useful in addition from the above- 
named source. 

Unfortunately we cannot spare the space to reproduce 
the ‘‘abstracts’” entire; but we cannot refrain from 
quoting the final paragraphs of one which has just reached 
us. It refers to the Journal’s account of some “Studies 
on the effect of total removal of the liver on the formation 
of urea,”’ the result of experiment on more than 90 dogs. 
It was stated that the results were “‘not complicated by 
loss of large amounts of blood or anesthesia while under 
observation,’’ and that the dogs “‘in many instances 
appeared normal, walking around as long as 24 hours 
after operation.” Says the writer— 

“These lines well typify the cold-blooded attitude of the vivi- 
sector, and we find an additional touch of pathos where it is 
mentioned several times that ‘the animal wagged its tail!’ 

“Dogs, of all animals, should be forbidden to the laboratory 
worker. Their submissive endurance of pain, their docile acquies- 
cence under the hands of cruelty make of them too easy victims. 

“What is the state of a man’s (or a woman’s) emotional centres 
that he can delude himself into thinking that good can come of 
evil and that he is doing well to inhibit, atrophy and destroy his 
impulses of pity and fair play?” 


The Specialist’s Mistake. 

The Letchworth Citizen of December 12, reporting a 
meeting on animal welfare, quotes the following interest- 
ing story told by the Duchess of Hamilton and Brandon :— 


“She denounced vivisection, and threw doubts upon its value. 
Thirty years ago, her husband was paralysed; and the most 
eminent specialist was summoned. He was a man who had 
acquired such knowledge as he had by vivisection; by experiments 
upon living animals. This specialist told her that her husband 
could not possibly live for more than six months. She suggested 
a simpler, more natural treatment; and the specialist replied 
that this would finish him in six weeks. To-day her husband is 
exceptionally well; but the specialist is dead.” 


Anti-vivisection in America. 

The growth of the Anti-vivisection Movement, and of 
the Humane Movement generally, in the United States 
and Canada is very gratifying. At a recent Congress 
held in New York, it was shown that whereas in 1919 
only 12 Societies were represented (7.¢., 5 Anti-vivisection 
and 7 general Humane Societies) this year there were 45 
(t.e., 13 of the former and 32 of the latter.) The total 
membership of the Societies has increased by at least | 
15 per cent. during the past year. 


Temptation. : 

The Rev. R. Balmforth, in a sermon preached at Cape- — 
town recently, introduced the subject of vivisection in 
connection with the episode of the ‘‘Temptation.” 
Parents, he said, are often now tempted when their 
children are ill, their “will to good” being undermined — 
by false assumptions and misleading statistics. 

“«T will give you life,’ says the Devil, ‘life for yourselves 
and for your dear ones, if you will only accept my terms—indescrib- 
able tortures to animals.’ Such an attitude of mind, once adopted, 
corrupts the soul and makes it the slave of fear and the apologist — 
for, and supporter of, innumerable cruelties.’’ 
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“The Perfect Man.” 

Following the announcement that it will soon be quite 
zasy to lengthen the span of human life to 1,000 years, 
somes the further promise of “the production of the 
‘Perfect Man by regulation of glands.”” According to the 
‘San Francisco Examiner of November 22, 1924, Dr. 
‘'E. Rodney Fiske, of New York, is expecting this phe- 
‘nomenon; he says 
| “By properly regulating man’s glands we will not only be 
‘able to control his mental characteristics, but also his physical 
‘appearance; it will be within our power to say whether he shall 
‘be tall or short, fat or thin; whether his voice shall be tenor or 


‘consultation; if he is, he is sure to try to work the mon- 
key insomehow. And why should he not start a fashion 
‘in gland transplantation, and lead other investigators to 
‘try different animals? The production of the Perfect 
/Man should open out a vista of endless experiment, and 
‘if some of the scientists follow false paths in animal 
selection, this will but provide employment for other 
scientists in setting them right, according to the usual 
rule of the profession. 


Germs and Disease. 

The East Anglian Times 
of November 15 reported a 
speech by Dr. H. M. Cade, 
the East Suffolk County 
Bacteriologist, in which he 
made specific allusion to the 
recent trial of Dr. Hadwen, 
and then delivered himself 
as follows :— on 

“Dr. Cade said chills never 
had and never would cause 
catarrh or pneumonia, neither 
did emanations of sewer gas, foul 
air, etc., cause specific diseases ; 
that miasma from marshes did 
not cause malaria; chills, ex- 
posure to cold, breathing impure 
air, etc., might be exciting 
causes of disease by lowering 
vitality, but the specific cause 
‘was a lowly micro-organism, 
vegetable or animal.” 

This cocksure utterance 
wasmade before an audience 
of Local Government 
officers. It may be up-to- 
date ‘science,’ but it is very poor sense. At a time when 
there is a distinct movement in orthodox medical circles 
towards simplicity in every direction, it is a pity that 

erm theorists continue to persist that causes of ill- 
health and of death which have been recognised throughout 
the centuries can be disregarded, and that the only factor 

of real importance is a germ. 

To show how far this idea has gone, one need only point 
out that those who hold it seem to ignore all the symptoms 
of a disease, which is only another way of saying that 
they ignore the disease itself. At the trial it was stated 
that sometimes nothing but a bacteriological test will 
decide between diphtheria and tonsillitis, and doctors 
have told us that they label sore throats accordingly ; 
that is, having two cases with identical symptoms, they 
would call one diphtheria and the other tonsillitis if the 
Klebs-Loeffler bacillus were found in the former but not 
in the latter! It is easy to be a doctor nowadays. 


Those Tuberculins! 
Probably there is no disease comparable with tuber- 


THE PERFECT MAN. 
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Tur GERMAN Proressor: “You have put too much donkey in him, look at his ears.” 
Tue AMERICAN Proressor: ‘“‘ You’ve overdone the dose of monkey, look at his arms.” 
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culosis in regard to the number of alleged cures or pre- 
ventives which have been put upon the market. Nearly 
all these have been inoculations, and one after another 
they have been relegated to oblivion. Even now, a new 
vaccine is being prepared by a Dr. Langer, of Berlin, 
after innumerable experiments on guinea-pigs. 

The “‘ gold treatment of tuberculosis” is the latest idea, 
and is treated of in a long and cautious article in the 
Manchester Guardian of December 8, from which we 


quote.— 

‘So long ago as the early days of Koch, the discoverer of the 
tubercle bacillus, gold was investigated with regard to its effect 
on that bacillus. He found that compounds of gold killed the 
bacillus in dilutions of one in two million, but he did little more, 
since he went off on the now discredited path of tuberculin. 

“Readers of the scientific press will be familiar with certain 
claims made not long ago for a new vaccine in tuberculosis. They 
will remember the enthusiastic support of many and the records 
of cures. To-day nothing is heard of it; like a thousand other 
‘cures,’ from Koch’s tuberculin downwards, it is discredited.” 

How often has the “discovery” of one tuberculin or 
another been held up to anti-vivisectionists as a shining 


example of the value of experiments on animals! 


A Death from 
Neo-kharsivan. 


The German drug ‘‘Sal- 
Varsat. aOl G00 42 DAS 
been responsible for many 
i : deaths, and the substitutes 
H Ac I) AAU Uy YY, made in this country at a 
| : i # time when supplies from 


ey 
SN in \ Germany 


could not be 


foo op 


: ‘| obtained, and when, more- 
At tal over, everything German 
i i was “taboo,” proved 
if equally dangerous. But 


be 
“Ss 


they have been diligently 
used ever since the absurd 
and expensive’ venereal 
clinics were established. 

The Glasgow Herald of 
November 14 reported a 
Coroner’s inquest on a 
woman who was_ injected 
with one of these substi- 
tutes, called neo-kharsivan, 
soon after the birth of 
her child. She was not 
told the nature of the disease suspected, so it seems 
certain that she had no idea of the nature of the drug, 
which was palmed off upon her as a “‘tonic.”” There 
was no doubt whatever that it was the cause of her 
death, and the jury, after acknowledging this, further 
pronounced the opinion, as they were bound to do after 
hearing the evidence, that neither she nor her husband 
nor her baby suffered from syphilis—therefore, there 
could have been no need for the treatment. Clearly, 
then, this might have been described as a case of ‘‘man- 
slaughter”? without creating surprise. 


The Sheriff, however, warned the jury that the Cor- 
poration of Glasgow was endeavouring to carry out a 
difficult and important duty, and they “‘should be very 
slow to put a spoke in their wheel in their efforts to stamp 
out this great national evil.” 

It seems a pity that, in the course of efforts to stamp out 
a disease, other people, who have not the disease at all, 
should be killed. But, of course, it isn’t“*manslaughter.”’ 
How Coroners’ juries differ! 
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BOLTON LIBRARIES and the “ABOLITIONIST.” " 


\EVERAL Branches of the British 


ing their local Library Authorities 
to accept our monthly journal, but 
we have hitherto found that victory 
was only a matter of time. Clearly, 
it is the duty of a municipal body 
* to consider the wishes of ratepayers, 
and as a rule it is only necessary 
to show that a fair number of local 


residents really desire that the ABOLITIONIST should be | 


available to readers. 

The town of Bolton, Lancashire, seems to stand by 
itself in possessing a most retrograde and bigoted Libraries 
Committee, the members of which choose to ignore the 
rights of ratepayers. Never before, we believe, has a 
Branch of the British Union presented this particular 
request through a petition signed by as many as 277 
electors, one of whom is an ex-M.P. for the division. 
Two members of the Libraries Committee are doctors, 
and it is probably through their influence that the request, 
put forward by Miss Occleshaw in so admirable a‘manner 
and as the result of so much painstaking effort, was 
turned down. We append the correspondence. A copy 
of the first letter was sent, together with the ABOLITIONIST, 
to each member of the Libraries Committee individually, 
as well as to the Chief Librarian, the Town Clerk and the 
Mayor. 

November 20, 1924. 


PETITION TO THE BOLTON CORPORATION 
LIBRARIES COMMITTEE. 
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DEAR SIR, 

I beg to forward, per the Chief Librarian, a Petition signed by 
277 Residents and Electors of Bolton who request that the 
ABOLITIONIST, the official organ of the British Union for Abolition 
of Vivisection, be placed in each of the Reading Rooms of the 
Bolton Public Libraries. This journal has a world-wide circu- 
lation. It will be sent free of cost each month. 

155 Public Libraries in the United Kingdom accept the ABOLI- 
TIONIST. 17 Public Libraries in Lancashire alone receive 46 
copies monthly. (Manchester and Salford 24 copies.) Hence it 
will be seen that Bolton cannot afford to be without this valuable 
periodical. 

The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest 
in the world and is representative of all schools of religious, 
political and educational thought, and the Bolton Branch is a 
highly representative one. 

In addition to this ABOLITIONIST we send :— 

1. First Impressions of America, by Dr. W. R. Hadwen, 
price 10s. 6d. 
2. The Intellectuals and Vivisection, by J. Cuming-Walters, 
M.A. 
3. The ABOLITIONIST, 1923 volume, bound. 
4. The ABOLITIONIST, 1922 volume, bound. 


As we help to pay the rates we have the right to say what should 
be placed in the Corporation Libraries, and in this matter we lay 
claim to our Citizens’ Rights. 

Kindly let me know how many copies to send each month. 

Faithfully yours, 
(Signed) ELLEN OCCLESHAW, 
Ton 7 S€C 4, etc . 


Ae 
ee 
aa 


Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle 


Union have had trouble in persuad- | 


| Note—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 
” given inthis paper shows tts steady and ceaseless activity. Most ofits workers are volunteers. 


Town HALL, Borton. 
December 8, 1924. 
DEAR Mapa, 

Below I send you Copy Resolution passed by the Libraries 
Committee on the 24th day of November, 1924, and confirmed 
by the Council on the 3rd day of December, 1924. 

Yours truly, 
(Signed) SAMUEL PARKER, 
Town Clerk. 
COPY RESOLUTION: 
The ABOLITIONIST. 

Read letter under date 20th November, 1924, from Miss Ellen 
Occleshaw, Honorary Secretary of the Bolton and District Branch 
of the British Union for the Abolition of Vivisection enclosing 
Petition requesting that the ABOLITIONIST, the Official Organ of 
the Union, be placed in each of the Reading Rooms of the Corpora- 
tion Libraries. 

Resolved.—That such request be not acceded to. 


99, CHURCH STREET, BOLTON, 
December 10, 1924. 
DEAR SIR, 

Re the Petition to the Bolton Libraries Committee requesting 
that the ABOLITIONIST, the Official Organ of the British Union for 
Abolition of Vivisection, be placed in each of the Reading Rooms 
of the Corporation Libraries. 

I can only express astonishment that our request was not acceded 
to, Evidently the wishes of Ratepayers are of no account in this 
matter. » 

I shall be much obliged if I may have more particulars about this 
matter, that I may give an accurate report to the Committee of 
the Bolton Branch of the British Union for Abolition of Vivi- 
section, also to Headquarters in London and also for the local 
Annual Report. 

1. Who was Chairman at the Meeting of the Libraries Com- 
mittee held on November 24th, 1924? 

How many members were present ? 
How many votes were given 

(a) For? 

(6) Against ? 


Db 
pres 


4. What reason was assigned for refusing to accept ABOLITIONIST ? 


Awaiting your courtesy, 
: Iam, faithfully yours, 
ELLEN OCCLESHAW, 
Town HALL, Botton. 
December 10, 1924. 
DrEAR MApam, 

I am in receipt of your communication of even date relative to 
the resolution passed by the Libraries Committee with regard to 
the placing of the ABOLITIONIST in the various Corporation 
Libraries and in reply have to inform you that the resolution, 
which was transmitted with my communication to you of the 8th 
instant, was the decision of the Libraries Committee and the 
Council. 

I regret that I cannot see my way to give you the information 
asked for in the four questions contained in your letter. 

Yours truly, 
SAMUEL PARKER, 
Town Clerk. 


We can trust our local Committee to see that the matter 
does not end here. 
reason underlying the decision of the Libraries Committee 
is simply fear. This is only another bit of history, to add 
to the notable events of the last few months, signifying 


It is easy to surmise that the 


that Dr. Hadwen’s views are spreading to such an extent 


as to induce, in those of opposite opinions, a determina- 
tion to suppress them by all means available. 


“I 


More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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VICTORIA CROSS ON 
VIVISECTION. 


publisher C. W. Daniel, Graham House, Tudor Street, 
E.C.4). The last and longest of these, called “* Supping 
with the Devil,” is a purely anti-vivisection tale, which 
presents ‘Scientific Research” in its worst light. The 
authoress always paints her pictures in bold and vivid 
colours, and perhaps she is a little too apt to include 
ordinary medical and surgical treatment with operations 
that are really unnecessary and nostrums that are actually 
dangerous. But she herself, we may well suppose, 
will have no objection to appearing openly as a convinced 
disbeliever in the whole medical profession, on account 
of its fatal subservience to the vivisectors. If that 
subservience continues, it is likely that many will follow 
in the path she treads, and we cannot blame her for show- 
ing them the way. Moreover, when spectacles involving 
the terror and torture of animals are accepted as popular 
entertainments and when live guinea-pigs can be thrown 
into a furnace while scientifically trained men callously 
time the duration of their agony—this being unemotionally 
described in the Press as ‘interesting’? to science—who 


or characterise investigation for investigation’s sake? 
We have carefully refrained from this line of attack 


| (especially since Dr. 


_ animals is concerned) ; 
The Beating Heart is the title of a volume of short | 
stories by Victoria Cross, just published (7s. 6d. net, | 


| Richard Martin, 
can deny that the extremest cruelty may provide pleasure, told that “he early took a decided stand against vivisec- 
_ tion, and never lost an opportunity to oppose it.” 
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to the senses; in our opinion, her best work is exhibited 


| in its absence, and perhaps the palm may be awarded in 
| this collection to “‘The Jewel Casket,’ a charming little 
;| tale in which it is altogether absent. 
g and a hatred of cruelty characterise the. authoress. 


A love of animals 


PEOPLE TO BE PROUD OF. 
The close co-operation and friendship which exist 
Hadwen’s visits to America) 
between humane workers on both sides of the Atlantic 
should make Humane Society Leaders in America* 
a very interesting book to anti-vivisectionists. The 
names of George Angell, Dr. Stillman and Caroline 
Earle White are well known over here; the first-named 
is recognised as the apostle of humane education by means 


| of Bands of Mercy, etc.; the second as the great doctor- 


humanitarian (that rare combination, so far as work for 
and the last as the stalwart 
anti-vivisectionist and friend of Miss Frances Power 
Cobbe, one whose kindly presence at our Congresses 
can never be forgotten. 

Henry Bergh is perhaps a less familiar figure to the 
British imagination, and as he was the Richard Martin of 
America, upon whose labours those of the others were 
really founded, we are all the more pleased to have 
the history of his life. His portrait—the whole series in 
this book is illustrated with portraits—shows him to have 
been a fine, forceful personality of a type not unlike the 
late Dr. Charles Bell Taylor. He was the man of whom 


Longfellow wrote :— 
Among the noblest of the land, 
Though he may count himself the least, 
That man I honour and revere 
Who, without favour, without fear, 
In the great city dares to stand 
The friend of every friendless beast. 


Henry Bergh started the anti-cruelty work in the United 
States, and now there is not a State that has not its 
legislation and organisation for the protection of animals. 

What strikes us as noteworthy is that Mr. Bergh, like 
Was an anti-vivisectionist. We are 


The 
same is true of all those who have made their mark in 
fighting those glaring offences against common humanity 


ourselves, but it is beginning to appear that we may, 
perchance, have been too gentle with offenders against the 
law of humanity. Victoria Cross does not spare the 
vivisectors, the doctors or society, and her story concludes 
with its hero’s despair when he learns that the Church 


which are condemned by both the friends and the foes 
of vivisection. The former would, if they could, place 
anti-vivisectionists in a separate category as foolish, 
sentimental persons; but the history of those whom they 


itself has embarked upon a crusade to help Research. 


In a newspaper he finds its devotees described, in terms of | 


unconscious blasphemy which will be familiar to our 
readers, as “dedicated spirits, giving themselves as 


instruments into the hands of God, that His Will may be | 


done upon earth.” 
“ After reading this, Jenkins sat back in his chair, and remem- 
bered the doctor giving measles to his monkeys, filling cats with 


water till they burst, and infecting healthy animals with cancer | 


which never becomes human cancer, and starving dogs to give | : : 
” oa NK ©" | the movement for the prevention of cruelty to children 


_ arose out of that for the prevention of cruelty to animals, 


Beetririckets:.. .): . 

There are, in addition to this story, six others which 
deal with different human emotions. We are inclined to 
judge that Victoria Cross is at her best when writing 
short stories; she has a gift of vivid imagination which 
enables her to put much into a small compass. Her 
readers expect of her the depiction of passional love, 
which is as conspicuous as usual in the first and second 
stories (the latter, a skilful little sketch, ending on a 
humorous note). 


_ made by one who believed in vivisection. 


But she does not really need this appeal | 


are forced to admire shows this distinction to be quite 
unwarranted. It is safe to say that no really useful 
contribution to the humane cause has been, or could be 
Where silence 
on the matter has been preserved, as in the case of Dr. 
Stillman, this has been for strategical reasons; sooner or 
later, the leader stands forth in his true colours as a 
consistent humanitarian. It could not be otherwise. 

An interesting fact brought to light in this book is that 


which provides a good answer to those who fancy that 
interest in the latter excludes care for the former. The 
story of the connection is interesting, involving the 
pathetic revelation of a kind of human woe which is fully 
as pitiful as animal woe, though less common. 


* Humane Society Leaders in America, by Sydney H. Coleman, 
published by the American Humane Association, 80, Howard 
Street, Albany, New York, U.S.A.; price one dollar, post paid. 
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Many other humane leaders in America are mentioned, 
and their work described, in this book. Some have 
passed away, and others are living and in constant com- 
munication with us; but space forbids our referring to 
their record in detail. That must be sought in the book 
itself. 


DOGS TO BE PROUD OF. 


Dogs You'd like to Meet, by Rowland Johns (Methuen, 6s. 
net), is a wonderful collection of dog-stories, all told with 
charm, humour and that indefinable quality which reveals 
the real dog-lover. There are no fewer than 62 of these 
stories, and, with only one or two exceptions, all are 
true. 

It is pleasant to meet in these pages heroes like ‘* Rover,” 
who, rescued by our friend Miss Mahony, afterwards dis- 
tinguished himself so conspicuously as a life-saver. We 
heard ‘‘ Rover’s” story from the lady herself at the time, 
and also had the pleasure of meeting him at Cruft’s Dog 
Show; but, although his story was familiar, Mr. Johns 
has invested it with so much additional interest by sheer 
skill in story-telling that it read like a fresh romance. 
‘*Biddy-cum-Sirius” (a very delightful chapter) is another 
example of the same triumph of authorship. 

We should have liked to review this book before Christ- 
mas, in the hope of persuading our readers that they 
could not possibly select a more charming gift for their 
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friends, but this proved impossible. We _ therefore 
recommend them to buy it as a New Year’s indulgence 
for themselves; they will not regret it. 


AND PERCIVAL. 


Yet another dog-biography. We have received from 
the authoress, “‘ Jemima Remington,” a book of much 
more modest proportions than that of Mr. Johns, and one 
that deals of one dog only—as indicated by the title— 
Percival, Plain Dog. But he is a treat in himself. . What 
an irresistible figure he is! 


This little volume should be better known in this 


country than it is likely to be, unless it gets a London 
publisher. 
copies can be obtained from the offices of the Humane 
Pleader, 197, McCaul Street, Toronto. Price 75 cents. 
We recollect having seen the first chapter—which is, 
perhaps, the best—somewhere before, as a magazine story ; 
we were then struck with its quality. 


reason of his own misdeeds; 
There is another chapter which contains a very gruesome 
episode in vivisection, but fortunately ‘‘ Percival” is 
spared to the end, and, like all dogs who have faults, he 
atones for them by good service. It is a beautifully 
written record, which is bound to appeal to dog lovers. 


VERY ghastly experiment was described in the 
Press of this country on November 26. 
place at Columbus, Ohio. The wife of a pastor, 
Mrs. Sheatsley, was supposed to have committed suicide, 
her body having been found in a furnace. Then, foul 
play was suspected. We quote from the Daily News :— 
“In connection with the tragedy two guinea-pigs were forced 
to give up their lives to science yesterday, in an experiment to 
determine the effect which carbon-monoxide gas, generated inside 
a furnace, would have upon a living thing entering the flames. 
“Mr. Long, a chemist, assisted by a pathologist, took two of the 
animals and placed them among the hot coals in the furnace for 
a minute and a half. When their bodies were partly consumed 
they were removed and blood was taken from their lungs in order 
that tests might be made for traces of carbon-monoxide poisoning. 
A similar test with blood taken from the lungs of Mrs. Sheatsley 
had given a negative result.“ 


The real author of this outrage appears to have 
been a vivisector named Dr. H. M. Brundage. We 


possible murderer take his chance of escaping punishment 


than to encourage animal torturers, whose mentality must | whom evidence can be extracted by such means. 


be at the same level, to degrade humanity thus. 
The following is the description of the horrible deed, as 
given in the World for November 30 :— 


“Following the search of the house came another test, perhaps 
interesting from a scientific standpoint even without its deadly 
significance. One of the moot points all during the investigation 
had been whether any one, placed alive in the furnace, would have 
lived after his body was inside. Two guinea-pigs, members of 


It took | 


if they thought at all, abandoned themselves to their fate. 


“Two minutes after they had been placed in the fire, the last 
convulsive kick was made. Death had overtaken them.’’ 


The point under dispute was whether Mrs. Sheatsley 
crawled into the fire in a fit of dementia and thus met 
her death, or whether she was first killed and her body 
then thrust into the stove. Of course, the latter is the 
only reasonable solution of the mystery, and it is 
now generally accepted. The San Francisco Examiner 
of November 26 had a short report by Arthur Brisbane, 
who pointed out the impossibility of the feat of 


_ crawling through a furnace door 14 inches square for the 


| purpose of burning oneself to death. 


i : _ can conceive. 
are of opinion that it would be far better to let a | 


It is highly unlikely 
that Mrs. Sheatsley suffered by fire; the examination 
of her remains seems to have provided proof that she was 
dead long before the flames touched her; but the guinea- 
pigs were subjected to the acutest agony the mind of man 
If this be justifiable, the rack and the 
thumbscrew may as well be re-introduced, for there are 
certainly some persons of low mental development from 


We have just read the very interesting report of the 
Latham Foundation for the Promotion of Humane Edu- 
cation (Headquarters, Berkeley, California), an organisa- 
tion seeking, by lectures, pictures and literature, to teach 
children to be kind to animals. Therein we read :— 

“We have an earth seething with man’s cruelty to the animals. 


_ Indeed, there is no conceivable cruelty which man will not inflict 


that family of animals which for years have given their lives that | 


remedies for human ills might be found, were thrown into the 
furnace flames. Outside stood a group of men, scientists, lawyers, 
and detectives, all with watches in their hands. 

“Shrill squeals came from the little animals as their bodies 
came into contact with the coals. Jumping to their feet from the 


recumbent posture in which they had landed in the furnace, they | 


scurried around and around, seeking escape from the inferno in 
which they found themselves, 10 seconds, 20 seconds, 30—ticked 
off on the watches of the observers. Still they raced. Forty 
seconds passed and the animals faltered. Less than a minute 
after they had been thrown in, they stopped squealing and, 


upon the sub-human races. If anyone doubt this statement, he 
can, if he will take the trouble, prove to himself its truth.” 


Here is confirmation indeed! And while we sympathise 
with Mr. Sheatsley in the loss of his wife, we cannot 
refrain from an expression of wonder that a clergyman— 
who ought to have remembered his Master’s tender words 
about the fall of a sparrow—should have suffered such an 
atrocious crime to take place under his roof. It could 
not bring back the dead, it only added appreciably to the 
burden of human guilt for the agony of the innocent. 


At present it is only printed in Canada; 


It tells how — 
“Percival, M.P.”’ (mongrel pup), found the master and — 
mistress of his life; how he was parted from them by — 
and the happy reunion, — 


oe 
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HOW TO ANSWER. 


(Continued from November.) 


tions as may be met with 
at an ordinary meeting 
(usually based upon leaflets 
of the Research Defence 
Society), beginning at the 


reached. 


M. 

(1)Q.—Was not MALTA 

FEVER banished 
through the stopping of the use of goats’ 
milk, which had been disseminating it among 
our troops in Malta, and was not this dis - 
covery of the danger of the milk due to 
vivisection ? 


A.—The whole of this fairy tale was explained.and 


discredited by Dr. Hadwen in two articles which 
he contributed to the Contemporary Review in 
August and November, 1909. 


Two facts disprove it, apart from others which | 


can be added. The first is that when Commis- 
sioners were sent to Malta to study the possibility 
of food infection, by separating those who con- 
sumed particular foods from those whodid not, and 
judging the result in regard to the fever, they 
reported that, whatever else might be the cause, 
milk certainly was not. (The only milk used in 
Malta was goats’ milk.) Now, if Sir David 
Bruce’s theory that a germ in the milk caused 
the fever were correct, those common-sense 
experiments would have corroborated, and not 
contradicted it. The second is the extraordinary 
difference in the attack rate among the Army, 
Navy, and Civil population respectively, showing 
that the fever was due to certain conditions, 
which affected these three classes in varying 


degrees. The attack-rate in the Army was 180 | 


per 1,000; in the Navy, 49; and in the Civil 
population, 4. 


The Army suffered from the worst conditions; | 


when these were remedied by the removal of 


the men to sanitary barracks, the fever-rate | 


went down with a rush, prior to the stopping of 


the goats’ milk. The Naval rate was only | 
reduced gradually—not suddenly, as in the case | 


of the Army; it declined in proportion as the 
sewage was removed from the tideless harbour 
and carried out to sea; while such vigorous 


sanitary measures were taken that the attack- | 


rate in the Civil population also declined from 
4 to 2, although the people were drinking more 


E now resume our series of | 
answers to such simple ques- | 


letter M, which we had | 


given food to eat which was mixed with the 
dejecta of their infected companions. They were 
kept in cramped conditions in the hot sun and 
every effort was made to make them ill. Some 
200 were used. 


(3) Q.—Were not some goats shipped to America, 


and did not everybody on board, practically, 
who drank their milk, get the fever ? 


A.—That is the story told by Sir David Bruce 


to the Royal Commission on Vivisection, but 
the facts are these. A boat took 65 goats to 
Antwerp, and out of 27 passengers and crew, only 
five were even suspected (by their reacting to an 
official but misleading test) to be suffering from 
Malta fever. When they got to Antwerp the 
goats were transhipped, and went to America 
with 63 persons on board, and the master of the 
ship and also its owners stated that none of 
these men suffered from any illness whatever. 
There are further discrepancies in Sir David 
Bruce’s story, which should be studied in Dr. 
Hadwen’s article. 


(4) 90.—Was not MALARIA banished from Panama 


by a vigorous campaign against mosquitoes, 
enabling the canal to be constructed? 


A .—Mosquito destruction formed a very small part of 


the sanitary measures taken—so small that it is 
hardly worth mentioning. The conditions under 
which the French had previously worked were 
appalling ; sanitation was mil ; so much garbage lay 
about everywhere that rats were thick on the 
ground, and it was difficult to avoid treading on 
them. The Americans immediately put things to 
rights, with the result that a// diseases declined,and 
not only malaria. General Gorgas himself gave the 
figures, when lecturing before the Royal Society 
of Medicine on March 23, 1914. Malaria had 
been the chief disease, and its fall was slightly 
more rapid; but it is safe to say that the same 
causes operated. If you destroy the swamps 
in which mosquitoes breed, you also destroy 
a well-known insanitary condition. Subsoil 
drainage does more to banish malaria than any 
mosquito measures. 


(5) Q.—Is malaria in any sense due to mosquitoes ? 
A.—Mosquitoes, of course, cannot cause malaria, 


which exists without them. H. Savage Landor 
and other travellers describe how they have been 
attacked by malaria where there are no 
mosquitoes. Dr. Granville Bantock says that 
in Rhodesia and other places there is least fever 
where the mosquitoes are in greatest mumber. 
It is possible for the mosquito to convey the 
malarial poison from man to man, but its 


goats’ milk than ever before, since they could not _ activity in that direction has been very much 
sell it to the soldiers and sailors. exaggerated. In any case, the first man must 
(2) Q.—What experiments were performed on have acquired the malaria independently, before 
animals in order to establish Bruce’s theory ? the mosquito could begin to act as a carrier. 
A.—Monkeys were injected with sea-water from the | (6) Q.—What experiments were performed on 
Grand Harbour, artificial storms of dust con- animals to prove this mosquito theory ? 
taminated with urine and excreta were created A.—None that were of any use. Sir Ronald Ross 
and blown into their nostrils; and they were — experimented on birds, but he only found that 
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another variety of mosquito conveyed a somewhat 
similar disease to birds, but not to man. The 
theory could only be proved, so far as it is proved, 
by seeing that people protected from mosquitoes 
in a malarial district did not get the disease, 
whereas persons bitten by a malaria-conveying 


mosquito in a non-malarious district could get | 


it. There was no way of making this experi- 
ment save by using volunteer human beings, and 
if the theory has any value at all, which is 
doubtful, the credit is entirely due to the persons 
who offered themselves for the test. 

Q.—Did not Flexner, of New York, discover a 
valuable inoculation for Cerebro-spinal 
MENINGITIS? 

A .—Flexner gave certain figures as to a reduction 
in the death-rate in his own clinic, and some of 
his followers have done the same; but it is easy 
to compile such statistics. He admitted that 
he excluded all the cases which survived the 
first dose of the serum less than 24 hours; asecond 
elimination included the rapidly fulminant cases, 
and a third elimination included cases of 
secondary and mixed infections. Meanwhile 
the death-rate remained as high as ever outside 
his clinic, although the serum was used. 

(8) Q.—Was not this disease very serious during the 

war? 

A.—Yes; Captain S. Neave, in the Sanitary Record 
(January 14, 1916), innocently remarked that it 
seemed to be a disease of soldiers and babies. 
Cerebro-spinal meningitis has followed in the 
wake of inoculation—indeed, before anti-typhoid 
inoculation was practised, it was practically un- 
known in any army. 

(9) Q.—Is MORPHIA an Anaesthetic ? 

A.—No; as Claude Bernard said, it merely causes a 
vivisected animal to ‘“‘lose the idea of self- 
defence.’ It is used as an anesthetic in vivi- 


(7) 


section, ea Sir Henry Morris, President 
of the Royal College of Surgeons, told the Roya 


Commission on Vivisection that “it is not an 
It does produce unconsciousness 


anesthetic.” 
if given in a very heavy dose, which is bound to 


kill the animal anyway; but the last thing the 


vivisector desires is to lose his “‘ living material,” 
and the dose that is heavy enough cannot easily 
be given. 
(10) Q.—Why not? ‘ 

A .—The effect of large doses of morphia is to produce — 
excitement instead of stupefaction. 
a “violent stimulant” (B.M.J., January 14, 
1899). Professor Hobday, the veterinary sur- 
geon, told the Royal Commission: “I have — 
never managed to poison more than one dog with — 
morphia in my whole life, and I have tried with — 
a large number”’ (16485, ete. ). 


It acts as 


Ls 
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(11)Q.—Do you approve of the MINISTRY OF 
HEALTH ? 
A.—No; it is an instrument for forcing doctors to | 


follow orthodox fashions, and for attempting ‘om 


coerce the public into being vaccinated and 
inoculated. It was established on the plea of — 
economy. It was said that it would stop over- 
lapping, which existed in the different depart- 
ments which preceded it. The first year showed the 


insincerity of this plea, for the number of officials — 


increased enormously. 


Whereas in the original 


departments 29 persons received £1,000 a year ~ 


and more, a year or two later there were 83 of 
these, besides 215 who had a bonus which raised 
their salary to that amount. Officialdom always 


means tyranny; the more officials there are, the — 


worse the tyranny willbe. 
tration, of course, is necessary; but it should be 


Some Health Adminis- | 


much simpler than the interested bureaucracy — 


which exists, and which is the catspaw of vivi- 
sectors and bacteriologists. 


JNICLE: 


BRIGHTON, WORTHING AND LEWES. 

These Branches took, jointly, a stall at the Animals Fair, 
at the Church House, Westminster, on November 29 last. The 
experiment proved beneficial to the Branches in bringing them 
into touch with many Societies working in the interests and for 
the welfare of animals, and it was also profitable from a financial 
point of view, though not to a large extent. The stall was in 
charge of Mr. A. E. Beaumont. Stallholders:—Brighton, Mrs. 
Guillam-Brown, Mrs. O’Connor, Miss Shephard, Miss Dewar 
Brown, Miss Warren and Miss Laura Wright (hon. sec.) ; Worthing, 
Mrs. Hartung, Mrs. Percy Walker and Mrs. Eyre Heriot (hon. sec.). 
Lewes, Mrs. Aubrey Hillman, Miss Cheesman and Mrs. Beaumont. 
BRIGHTON. 

The Branch had a stall at the Dog Show held at the Drill Hall, 
Brighton, on November 6 last, by the South Coast Kennel Club. 
New members were enrolled and signatures obtained to a petition. 
The stall arrests the attention of exhibitors and visitors and causes 
them to make inquiry as to the evils of vivisection and the great 
importance of its abolition. Mr. A. E. Beaumont (chairman and 
hon. treasurer), and Miss Wright (hon. secretary) were in charge 
of the stall and were assisted by Mrs. Guillam-Brown, Mrs. Cohen 
and Miss Warren. 

CAMBRIDGE. 

During the Michaelmas term, our President, Dr. G. F. C. Searle, 
F.R.S., addressed meetings of medical students and others at 
Peterhouse and Selwyn, where he aroused much interest among 
the undergraduates. Dr. Searle also sent several letters to various 
newspapers on matters of vivisectional and scientific controversy. 


held 


One of these, a reply to Mr. Caulton Reeks sent _to_the Daily Mail, 
was boycotted like the reply of Dr. Hadwen. 
A successful jumble sale was held at St. Paul’s Institute, Coron- 


ation Street, on Saturday, December 13, at 3 p.m., 
first British Union Motor Fund. 


in aid of the 
For three-quarters of an hour 


the stalls were assailed by a tumultuous mob, some apparently | 


obtaining “ 
considering the size of the sale. 
had charge of the stalls, etc., 


something for nothing.” The profits were substantial 
Many thanks are due to those who 
namely, Mrs. Gent, Mrs. Hyman, 


| Miss Bishop, Miss Child, Mrs. Darkins, Dr. Searle and Mr. Gent. 


The original idea came ‘from Mrs. Gent, who organised the sale 


i. 


in co-operation with the hon. secretary ‘and she deserves The % 


gratitude for all the immense amount of work she has done. The © 
committee would like to thank all those who have sent gifts of | 
clothing, money, etc., both locally and from elsewhere. If any 


such donors have not been thanked by letter will they please for- ‘ 


give the mistake? 
LEEDS. 

In view of the great importance of the subject, we are pleased to 
publish the following report from the hon. secretary of our Leeds 
Branch, Mrs. Holmes, who deals with activities in which she has 
taken part: - 

““As soon as it became known that the Rodeo was coming to 
Leeds, a few people got together and tried to find some means of 
frustrating the intention. It was, and still is, proposed to make 
Leeds the headquarters of the company. At first, two or three 
people formed themselves into a committee, but gradually the 
number increased, and comprised members of animal welfare 


‘ 
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lsocieties, religious and educational bodies and all branches of 
social workers. The Performing Animals’ Defence League sent 
an organiser to help, and an office was lent free of charge, and he 
jwas installed as organising secretary. 

| “There has been correspondence in the Press, newspaper articles 
land interviews, and a large public meeting was held which about 
1500 people attended, and it was unanimous in condemning Rodeo 
\performances (with the exception of one or two Rodeo directors, 
who were in the audience). Various petitions have been sent to 
‘the Watch Committee. Public opinion has been aroused so much 
‘that the directors of the Rodeo Company have become alarmed, 
‘and have begged in all the papers for fair play (for themselves, 
not the animals!). Although they have already spent several 
‘thousand pounds, they have cancelled all preliminary arrange- 
ments, even to the extent of special seating accommodation which 
had been partially erected. They now intend to hold their first 
performances at the Crystal Palace. Their excuse is foot-and- 
mouth disease in America, but it is much more likely that Leeds 
has proved too hot for them, and there is no doubt that the public 
protest here has ‘queered their pitch’ to a very great extent. The 
success which has attended the Leeds protest should encourage 
humane workers in other towns, where it is proposed to hold the 
Rodeo performances, to make a similar effort.” 

Leeds has indeed set an example! Recent prosecutions 
have proved beyond doubt that appalling cruelty is used 
to make tame animals appear wild at these shows. Considering 
that a horse is trained (often by brutality) to make no resistance 
even to gross ill-usage, the effort to teach him to resist the same 
by bucking—that is, the undoing of all his previous training— 
involves refined torture. The whole country should be ashamed of 
these disgusting shows. We doubt if the Rodeo will appear again. 
LEWES. 

A most successful jumble sale was held at the All Saints’ Parish 
Room, Lewes, on November 1 last. The sale was arranged and 
carried out by a most enthusiastic band of workers, lasting just 
one hour and a quarter. 

LIVERPOOL. 

We gladly endorse the following local expression of appreciation. 
“Miss Lyster has done splendid work in connection with the Defence 
Fund, raising over £16 apart from the Branch contributions. Mr. 
and Mrs. Edward Deane kindly gave hospitality to Mr. Middleton 
during his lecture work in Liverpool, thus saving the Society 
much expense and helping Mr. Middleton very considerably.” 
‘MAYFIELD. 

A successful sale of Christmas presents, organised by Miss 
Huth, took place in the Church Hall on December 9. It 
realised the good sum of £35. Miss Barnett, of Tunbridge 
Wells, presided, and the stall and stallholders were as follows :— 
Stationery: Mrs. Price and Miss Rickenbach. Variety: Mrs. S. 
Knill and Mrs. Mackenzie. Fancy: Miss Dennison and Miss 
Huth. Toys and Sweets: Miss Freeman and Miss Ruxton. Teas: 
‘Mrs. S. Lea, Mrs. F. H. Nias and Mrs. A. Searle. A vocal and 
instrumental concert, with recitations, was given during the 
afternoon by Miss Rush, Miss Ferguson, Miss Marie Claire and 
Colonel Frank Loyd, J.P. 

‘MANCHESTER AND DISTRICT. 

Our Manchester Branch has been exceedingly busy in every depart- 
ment of the campaign, the secretary and a staff of voluntary 
workers experiencing a strenuous time. 

Letters on various phases of the A.V. movement have appeared 
in local newspapers from Mr. Egerton, Mr. Middleton, Miss 
Jenkins, and others. 

League of Nations meetings, scientific gatherings and those of re- 
ligious and moral Associations, have been attended, literature circu - 
lated and questions put to speakers. Councillors and Guardians 
have been written to, and special items brought before their notice. 


SPECIAL 
COLWYN BAY. 


A whist drive will be held at Roberts Café, Station Road, 
Colwyn Bay, on Wednesday, January 21st, 1925. Tickets, 
2s. 6d., inclusive of refreshments. 

Will members kindly make a special effort to be present and 
support the Cause? The Committee and Secretaries need every 
helper. 
hon. secretary, treasurer, and members of the Committee. 


LIVERPOOL. 


early in January, to discuss the work of the New Year, and all 
active members and supporters will be invited to attend. Any 
sympathisers not on the books of the Branch are invited to apply 
to the Hon. Secretary, 95, Botanic Road, for further particulars. 


MANCHESTER. 
A series of discussion classes for members and friends has been 


Tickets can be obtained from the café and from the 


A social evening and workers’ re-union is being arranged for 
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The trial of Dr. Hadwen was attended each day by several 
friends from Manchester, including Mr. E. Newton, Mr. J. Newton, 
Mrs. Docker and Mr. Middleton. Our Northern Secretary was 
able to pass several important notes to Sir E. Marshall Hall during 
the trial, which he (Sir Edward) used to good advantage. 

Since the trial, Mr. Middleton has spoken on “ Revelations in 
the Assize Courts,” ‘‘ Antitoxins and Public Health and Freedom,” 
at meetings in Manchester, Liverpool, Leigh, Preston, Southport 
and Bury. 

Manchester’s contribution to the Defence Fund stands at £130. 

During the General Election much work was put in by our 
Branch workers, Mrs. Middleton and helpers circulating leaflets 
in several constituencies, and Mr. Dean, Mr. Middleton and 
friends getting in questions at meetings. This work has led to 
many letters and callers during November and December. 

The Badges now on sale at Manchester and in London have been 
praised by many purchasers. Over 16 dozen have been sold from 
Manchester. 

The ticket scheme campaign resulted in £37 being added to 
Branch funds, the fine oil painting kindly given by Mr. J. W. 
Stamper, R.C.A., being presented to “A. E. Rowe,” of Man- 
chester (selected number, 56). Donation per Miss L. Neish. 

Our Branch has taken a most active part in the Horse Butchery 
Campaign and also in Rodeo protests. The Secretary and many 
friends gave all their spare time and energy to the work, several 
Council meetings being held in the British Union Offices; many 
callers and letters arrived each day expressing appreciation of the 
work done. 

We are pleased to report that many parents and guardians call 
in for help and advice concerning vaccination exemption. Another 
feature of the daily work at our Manchester office is the number 
of people who come in with stray dogs and cats. We are glad to 
put these callers into direct touch with the excellent shelters run 
by other organisations in the city. 

SCOTLAND. 

At a recent meeting of the Council of the Scottish Anti-vivisec- 
tion Society, attention was drawn to a statement by the Convener 
of the Health Committee of Glasgow Corporation to the effect 
that during 1923 the number of experiments performed on living 


| animals in laboratories attached to Glasgow Corporation Institu- 


tions was 1,460, and that out of that number only six experiments 
were performed under anesthetics. The view was expressed that 
the Vivisection Act contained no real safeguard against the 
infliction of pain upon animals in these institutions. 
Arrangements were made for various meetings and for an active 
campaign throughout the winter. There was some discussion 


| as to the proposal to bring the Rodeo performance to Scotland, 
| and a petition against such a performance being allowed in Scotland 


was approved of and signed. 
SOUTHWICK. ‘ 
A sale of work was held on December 2 by the kind hospitality 


| of Mrs. Wonfor and Miss Nailard at ‘‘The Larches,” Southwick, 


| in aid of the funds of the Hove and District Branch. 


The opening 
ceremony was performed by Rev. S. W. S. Miller, Rector of 
Southwick, one of the vice-presidents. Tea was served in adjoin- 
ing rooms. For a drawing-room sale there was a large gathering 
and the sale realised £37. 

WARRINGTON. 

Some good work has been done by our representative in War- 
rington; Capt. Reid, M.P., has been approached by her and has 
expressed deep interest and sympathy. Mrs. Ellison has supplied 
him with up-to-date information. Capt. Reid and Mr. C. Dukes, 
J.P., have had questions submitted to them on the League of 
Nations and Vivisection. Mr. Middleton has kept in touch with 
several public representatives and has been requested to convene 


’ Group Meetings in 1925. 


NOTICES. 


arranged for 1925, to be held in the British Union Offices, 2, 


| Victoria Street, on the fourth Thursday each month, commencing 
| 7 o’clock :— 


Jan. 22. F. E. Cox, Esq., A.M.1.C.E. 
Subject—‘ The Uselessness of Vaccination, as proved 
by statistics.’’ 


Feb. 26. Mrs. Middleton. 
Subject—‘The Danger and Cruelty of Antitoxin for 
Diphtheria.” 
Mar. 26. Mr. V. Wilson. 
Subject—‘ What do we mean by Animals’ Rights?” 
April 23. Mr. A. Middleton. 


Subject—‘‘Insulin and Vivisection; Higher Paths to 
Health.” 


Members are cordially invited. The Committee hope that good 


| discussions will be aroused and useful work done in equipping 


_ speakers for the Anti-vivisection work. 
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SPECIAL NOTICES—continued. 


SOUTHERN FEDERATION. 
The Executive Committee have decided that Branches outside 
the Federation area may have the use of the motor van on payment, 
when not otherwise required. Application to be made to Mr. 


Branch WMeefings. 


ANERLEY. 

Mr. Maberly, M.A., LL.B., addressed the Anerley Men’s 
Guild on November 17, the Rev. H. J. Carpenter presiding. 
Excellent reports appeared in the Beckenham Advertiser, Penge 
News, Norwood News, etc. 

BOLTON. 

A group meeting was held on December 2 at the Vegetarian 

Café, and presided over by Mr. George Wallace. 
BRADFORD. 

On November 16 Mrs. Rawson, our hon. secretary, gave an 
address on ‘‘ Vivisection”’ to members of the Order of the Star in 
the East. 

On November 21 Miss J. S. Pattinson spoke on “‘Our Younger 
Brothers” to the Bradford Moor Branch of the Men’s Co-operative 
Guild. 

BROMLEY. 

The Bromley Mercury of December 5, the Bromley Times and the 
Bromley Advertiser reported a lecture given on December 2 by Miss 
Kidd at the Church Institute. Her subject was “Dr. Hadwen’s 
Trial.” The Rev. F. W. Armstrong presided, and there was a 
good attendance. 

BURY. 

On Sunday, November 23, Mr. Middleton gave an address before 
the Theosophical Society, in which he described the kinship 
between all creatures, and the cruelty of vivisection, vaccines 
and serums, also touching upon the persecution of Dr. Hadwen. 

COLWYN. 

During November a meeting of representatives was held and 
important matters dealt with. Expressions of goodwill were 
conveyed to Dr. Hadwen after his trial. 

EXETER. 

The Western Morning News gave good reports of two lectures 
delivered on December 4 and 5 at Exmouth by Dr. John Shaw 
on behalf of our local Branch. His subject on the first occasion, 
when the Rev. R. L. Lacey presided, was ‘‘ How Cancer is Pre- 
ventable,” and on the latter, when the Chairman was the Rev. 
F. C. Butters, he dealt with ‘Christ and Vivisection.” The 
Exmouth Chronicle also reported. 

EXMOUTH. 

On December 12 Mr. Fraser Hewes, of Nottingham, spoke on 
“The Evils of Vivisection,” at Hulham House, Exmouth, where 
our members report that he gave two excellent addresses. 

GUILDFORD. 

A meeting was held at Guildford on November 24, when Mr. 
G. C. Maberley, M.A., LL.B., gave an excellent address on 
“Vivisection.” The Rev. Priestley Prime was in the chair. 

LIVERPOOL. 

On October 23 Mr. Middleton presided at a dinner and social 
on behalf of the Vegetarian Home for Destitute Children, held in 
Castle’s Restaurant. He referred to the excellent work done by 
this Home, its humane activities and education, and how the 
children were trained to regard animals as comrades. 

On October 31 our Northern Secretary spoke at a joint meeting 
held in Roberts’ Assembly Rooms, Bold Street. Mrs. Billinge, 
J.P., presided. Other speakers were Mr. F. Wyatt, London, and 
Mr. Winchester, R.S.P.C.A. 

On November 6 Mr. Middleton attended the meeting of represen- 
tatives held in Bold Place. Mr. Joscelyne dealt with matters relating 
to meetings. Owing to fog several representatives were absent. 

A very successful concert was held in the hall of the Kinema 
Club, Bold Street, on November 26. Mr. Ellison and his 
“Operatic Five” kindly gave their services for the good of the 
Cause, and provided an excellent programme of operatic extracts 
and interludes. Mr. W. Jones presided. In the interval Mr. 
Middleton gave a very interesting address on the present position 


of the Anti-vivisection Movement, with special reference to recent | 
events, and greatly interested a number of new people hitherto | 


strangers to the subject. 
MANCHESTER. 

On November 5 a well attended ladies’ meeting was held in the 
Branch Office, when much practical work was got through. 

On November 10 Mr. Middleton addressed a meeting at the 
Middleton Parish Church, near Manchester. Mr. Hazeldine pre- 
sided. The address was listened to with much interest, many 
questions being asked. 

On November 13 a meeting of representatives was held in the 
Branch Offices, Councillor Hallowell presiding over a good attend- 


| means of the van, and may possibly result in the provision of vans — 


Maurice Toms. ‘The acceptance of this offer will afford oppor- — 
tunities of demonstrating the valuable work which can be done by 


in other areas. 


ance. Mr. Middleton gave a report dealing with his visit to — 
Gloucester Assizes and many points arising out of the trial. i. 

On November 16 Miss C. E. Andrews, Church of the New Age, , 
Manchester, gave a most interesting address on “Witchcraft in 
Medicine,” A report appeared in the City News. Miss Andrews 
denounced vivisection, vaccines and serums. 

On November 19, a Council meeting was held in the British 
Union Offices, Mr. Middleton presiding. ] 
On November 20, a meeting was held under Mr. Middleton’s 
chairmanship to deal with Branch Discussion Classes in 1925. 

On November 30 Mr. Middleton was invited to give the address — 
at the Collyhurst Progressive Church morning session. Speaking 
on ‘‘The Universal Kinship,” many points concerning vivisection 
and medical practices were brought in. The speaker was invited 
to come again. 

On November 12 Mr. Barlow, a member of the Branch, opened 
a discussion before the Manchester Labour Party on “ Vivisection 
and Cruel Sports.” Resolutions were passed calling upon the 
Government to take action to prohibit both. 

On December 3 the meeting for workers was held at 2, Victoria — 
Street. A large quantity of literature was prepared and other im- 
portant items dealt with in the course of several hours’ hard work. — 

NOTTINGHAM. a 

Mr. Fraser Hewes has spoken to the Sherwood Ward Labour 
Association, the Tennyson Street Guild and the Stapleford Adult 
School. 


PRESTON. 

On November 17 a public meeting was arranged at which Mr. 
Middleton spoke on “ Revelations in the Assize Courts.” A dis- 
cussion was raised by several people present, including two 
students. Mrs. Dorothy Ward presided, and gave a most excellent 
opening address. 

On December 3 a whist drive was arranged by Mrs. Ward and 


friends. 


SALISBURY. 

The Salisbury Times of November 28 published a long report of 
the annual meeting of our local Branch, held at the Sarum Hall 
on November 27. The Mayor, Councillor R. Bousie, presided and 
was accompanied by the Mayoress. An excellent report was 
presented by the Rev. W. H. Matthews (hon. sec.) and Mr. 
McGuire (treasurer). The Mayor said he had been advised not 
to attend the meeting, but he intended to act fearlessly (applause). 
Miss Kidd then gave an address on Dr. Hadwen’s Trial. 

SOUTHPORT. 

On Tuesday, December 9, a meeting was held in Rowntree’s 
Rooms, Rev. C. A. Hall presiding. Mr. A. Middleton spoke 
upon “‘ Revelations in the Assize Court,” and the cruelty involved 
in the use of antitoxin. Discussion took place, in which Mr. 
Denton, Mrs. Cartwright, Miss Robinson and others took part. 
Resolutions were sent to the Prime Minister, Home Secretary 
and Minister of Health, and to the Press. Our Branch is making 
steady progress; the reports of members and of the Hon. Secretary ~ 
were interesting and encouraging. 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS. 

The annual winter meeting of the Tunbridge Wells and 
Tonbridge Branch was held December 6, at 7, Church Road. 
The President, Mrs. Causland, took the chair. Miss Barnett, 
M.B.E., gave a short account of the work, mentioning that 181 
new members had been obtained through the van campaign. Mr. 
Maurice Toms gave an excellent address. Good notices appeared 


in the Press. 
WOOLWICH. 

By arrangement of the Blackheath Branch, the Rev. W. J. 
Piggott gave an address on ‘‘The Possibility of a True Medical 
Service,” on November 27, to the Debating Class at‘‘Shornells,” 
the Clubhouse of the Woolwich Labour Party. 

WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of December 6 reported a very successful 
conversazione held at the Connaught Hall on December 3. Mr. 
Hayes Marshall presided and the speaker was Mr. Roy Horniman, 
who gave ‘“‘a sound and vigorous address, declaring that they were 
marching to victory at an accumulative speed.” The musical 


| part of the evening was composed of orchestral selections by 


Mr. F. Leonard’s Trio, songs by Mrs. Percy Walker and recita- 
tions by Miss Mabel Hawkins. Mrs. Eyre Heriot (hon. sec.) 
made an appeal for workers. The Branch now numbers over 500. 
The meeting was also reported in the Worthing Gazette. 
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WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 


waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative. 


measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small 
but influential body of men, who must be carefully 
distinguished from doctors, few of whom have any 
acquaintance with it. 
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bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
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“DARE DOCTORS THINK?” 


February 6, was unique both in the object 


Let me at once say that I myself had no hand whatever 
in its inception; all had been arranged quite indepen- 
dently of any action of my own, for long ere the triumphant 
verdict of the Gloucester Assize Court had been delivered 
men and women of faith had solemnly decreed that when 
it was delivered there should be a pean of thanksgiving 
offered up in one of the largest halls in London. 

It was with considerable diffidence that I went to Queen’s 
Hall that night; and my heart sank within me when I 
stood upon the platform alone before the doors were 
opened and gazed upon the endless rows of empty seats 
in front and behind and in the galleries around me. ‘‘We 
can never fill this place,” I muttered half disconsolately 
to myself, when a voice from somewhere down below 
exclaimed, ‘‘ We shall see.”’ I discovered that sharp ears 
had heard my querulous sigh and a stout feminine 
heart had answered it. I laughed outright. What a 


which brought the vast audience together and | 
in the causes which underlay the demonstration. | 


cheer it always is to meet with the confidence of faith ! 

The doors were opened, and, long before the hour 
announced for the commencement of the proceedings, 
the hall was filled! 

The scores of stewards, distinguished by white rosettes 
on their coats, met under the marshalling hand of in- 
defatigable Mrs. Mackenzie, dispersed to their several 
posts, and in their turn guided the thousands of hearers 
to their seats. All appeared to be carried out with 
orderly precision and absence of confusion, while the 
sweet tones of the organ under the masterly hand of Dr. 
Gertrude Best filled the air. 

“The utter absence of stiffness, formality and cere- 
mony,” said a lady to me afterwards, ‘‘and the perfect 
harmony which prevailed, made me look upon the 
meeting as the gathering of a big family party.” 

The Chairman, Mr. H. G. Chancellor, who for many 
years was our trusted champion in the House of Commons, 
gave the key to the meeting by his geniality and lucidity 
of expression. Everyone was put at ease at once, and 
heard from him—some with amazement, some with ill- 
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concealed indignation—the outline of the story of injustice 
which for several months had excited the attention of all 
classes in every part of the civilized world. 

The calm and weighty utterances of Major Austin 
followed. He at once gained the ear of the vast audience, 
which listened with breathless attention to his crushing, 
critical survey of the Court proceedings, his professional 
experiences in the Army, and his outspoken denunciation 
of the tactics adopted to secure a verdict of guilty upon 
totally inadequate grounds against a 
colleague by ‘‘doctors who dare not think.’’ 

The witty speech of the Irish Lieut.-Colonel who 
followed his medico military brother-at-arms will not 
be readily forgotten. For nearly half an hour he kept 
the whole audience bubbling with laughter as he told his 
tales of military life, and the curious inconsistencies of 
Army methods. If it be true that ridicule will kill a 
system sooner than anything else, then, under the scathing 
sarcasm and superb wit of Lieut.-Col. Donegan, the 
unsatisfactory ways of the medical martinet in the British 
Army, and their imitations in civil life, ought speedily to 
come to anend. Some medical students who were present 
expressed themselves amazed at the courage of these 
Army medical men in thus openly dealing death-blows at 
the absurd conventionalities of an antiquated organisation. 

From scenes of military life to those of civil life the 
audience was quickly carried by Dr. Holmes, of Coventry, 
who, as a civil practitioner of many years’ standing and 
an acting Coroner for a lengthy period, was able to deal 
trenchantly with the questions of law and medicine which 
cropped up in this trial for manslaughter. His calm and 


professional | 


dignified censure of the methods of the Coroner’s inquisi- 
tion, which laid the foundation for all the shamefy 
persecution which followed, fell with considerable force 
upon sympathetic ears and drew forth unstinted and 
emphatic endorsement from his hearers. é 

The effect of this great meeting will not soon be for. 
gotten. No such meeting has ever before been held in 
the history of the Anti-vivisection Movement; no such 


| meeting, we may safely prophesy, will ever be held again. 


Crises may yet arise which will call for strenuous action; 
and the forces of progress may, in the future, find them- 
selves again and again in strong opposition to the forces) 
of reaction against which we wage unrelenting warfare, 
but we may conclude that the unprincipled recklessness) 
and folly which characterized the determined effort to 
force a system of tyranny, superstition and commer- 
cialism upon a great profession will never be attempted. 
in quite the same way again. | 

So far, the medical Press has been silent in regard to! 
this great meeting and its influence on public opinion. 
That silence cannot be mistaken. Call it by whatever 
name we will—cowardice, fear, professed indifference, 
contempt—it matters not; this voluntary public protest 
by one of the largest and most influential audiences ever 
gathered in the City of London for the discussion of : | 
outstanding question of medical ethics and medical | 
superstition and despotism will make itself felt in every | 
thinking circle in this country. It is the beginning of 
the end of a gigantic system of delusion which * | 
dominated the medical profession since the days of one 


Ghe Conderful 


NTITOXIN is seldom out of the newspapers now- 
A adays—a remarkable circumstance! The most 

daring “stunt” to popularise it is one to which 
Dr. Hadwen referred at the Queen’s Hall Meeting. How 
much is pure invention we may never know, but the 
details of the story would do credit to the Burnham 
family who gave evidence in Dr. Hadwen’s trial. 

Nome, a small town in Alaska, at a safe distance from 
our investigations, entrenched behind its safeguard of 
inaccessibility, is said to be stricken with an epidemic 
of diphtheria. Such diphtheria was never known before! 
It is locally called “‘ The Black Death.” Now, that name 
has been applied to plague, but as a description of diph- 
theria it is so absurd that we are tempted to suspect the 
existence of the former disease (always supposing the 
existence of any epidemic) or of a type of influenza, which 
an American Editor declaresit tobe. The town, the Press 
assures us, is “threatened with extinction!’? Has even a 
tiny village ever been extinguished by diphtheria ? 

Now comes the frantic call for antitoxin. Wireless 
appeals from the doctor, ‘‘a Government official.”? The 
North American Newspaper Alliance offers to furnish all 
necessary laboratory equipment, the services of a trained 
bacteriologist and a million units of antitoxin, to be 
rushed if possible by United States Navy Cruiser to the 
nearest port ; thence by aeroplane 400 to 500 miles to Nome. 

Meanwhile, a supply of “the precious burden” is 


of the greatest charlatans of history—Edward Jenner. 


Story of Nome. : 


| despatched by dog sledge—‘“ one of the greatest doc a 


races in history”—and one noble creature is reported as 
done todeath. ‘‘ Huskies are goaded to the last measure of 
their strength by one of the Northland’s best dog drivers,” 


| and thus the poor creatures “drag the life-saving anti- 


toxin into the settlement!’ (A sceptic, who knows the 
place, tells us that it is just the time of year for the 
recognised institution of local dog races, and suggests 
that the antitoxin may be merely a picturesque addition, 
an excuse for driving dogs to death in competition.) 

The doctor, who is a Government official, and therefore 
apparently does not know how to cure diphtheria but 
puts his faith in antitoxin, wants something else. He 
wants facilities for dealing with swabs. Has he been 
reading the Hadwen case? He says, “there are many 
sore throat cases which without tests must be considered 
diphtheria,’’ and he alludes to “‘non-typical and mild 
cases.” After this confession, reports of the alleged 
number of ‘‘cases’”” may be ignored. In one alarmist 
American paper we read there were 150 cases; in a later 
record we are told there were only 28 cases in all. 
As to the deaths, we have only seen a record of five. The 
death of Balto, the dog, was apparently fiction. So he 
will not get the monument bearing the words “‘ Died at the 
Post of Duty,” said to be awaiting erection by those 
““whose lives he saved.” But the medical officer will no 
doubt get his laboratory. ; 


| 
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yur Annual Meetings. 
The Annual Meetings of the British Union will be held 


n the Caxton Hall, Westminster, on Thursday, May 28; 
\e afternoon session, for delegates only, at 2.30, and the 


ublic Meeting at 7.30. Those who were present at the | 


| experimentation with an efficiency which drove the ‘anti’s’ nearly 


ueen’s Hall Meeting will be delighted to learn that 
t.-Col. Donegan has promised to speak again on that 
ccasion. 


tvents of the Month. 


“Never before, surely, have we been faced with so 


[all Meeting, it is impossible to deal with them all, 
ind such as we select must receive but the briefest notice. 


Che Death of Two Vivisectionists. 
First we must refer to the recent death of Mr. Ernest 


imerica, and of Dr. Klein in this country. 
hat the latter repented, before his end, of the callousness 
f his earlier years, but he can never be forgotten as “the 
andid vivisector” (to quote the Star of February 13), 
yho told a Royal Commission that he had ‘“‘no regard at 


WW” for the sufferings of animals, that an experimenter 


ad no time to think about such a thing, that the standard | 


f inhumanity in this respect was exactly the same in 
ll countries ‘‘among the physiologists,” and that he 
mly used anesthetics for his own convenience, and not 
o deaden the animal’s pain. Needless to say, 
‘ficial Medicine has nothing but praise to bestow upon 
im. 

Vivisectionist Press Propaganda. 

- Where are the anti-vivisectionists who say the kind of 
hing always attributed to them by their opponents? 
We have read many allusions to the late Ernest Harold 
Baynes in American Anti-vivisectionist writings, and 
ae was always described as what he was—namely, as a 
nan who had easily allowed himself to be duped (being 


and who simply did not wish to face facts when they 


smordinate 
science.” He was as skilful in eluding debate and 
obtaining Press privileges as Mr. Stephen Paget. In a 
word, he was a bigot who had a genuine belief in what 
he wanted to believe, and could not face opponents. 
But the New York Times (December 9, 1924), intro- 
duces a review of his new book The Sprite, which gives 
the story of a pet fox, with the following absurd remarks :— 
_ “Not a few well-intentioned but unenlightened people have 
heard what the anti-vivisectionists have to say about Ernest 
‘Harold Baynes, and some of them may have assumed that he 
really is the sort of person described by these bitter foes of his. 
“About the mildest epithet they apply to him is ‘monster of cruelty. : 
‘and they laboriously spread the report that he delights in the tor- 
ture of animals.” 


Having thus commenced by prejudicing the reader. ; 
| and a most astounding perseverance, 


against the supposed traducers of Mr. Baynes by attribut- 
ing to them language which they certainly never use, the 
writer goes on :— 

_ “He, more than anybody else, or than everybody else, has 
investigated the statements made in anti-vivisection literature, 


{ 
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| 


[arold Baynes, the chief protagonist of vivisection in | 
It may be | 


The Abolitionist. 


, 


invited to visit laboratories when no cruelty was going on) | 


were presented to him, because he had conceived an | 
admiration for what is miscalled ‘‘medical | 
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, by so doing, has demonstrated that in almost innumerable 
instances those statements are not only false but intentionally 
false. It was love of animals that induced him to take up this 
work, and having convinced himself that vivisection, instead of 
being ‘fiendish,’ is highly beneficent to animals as to humanity, 
he proceeded by his writings and his lecturings to defend animal 


and 


frantic, Medical science is deeply indebted to Ernest Harold 
Baynes.” 

All of which shows that the object of the review is not 
so much to praise Mr. Baynes’ book as to injure anti- 


vivisection. It is not the literary critic who provides 


; ; _ this kind of copy. 
yrmidable an array of newspaper cuttings referring to | 


yatters which ought to be commented on in the ABOLI- | 
jonist! With the necessity of reporting the Queen’s | 


The Press Boycott. 
Truth of February 11 commented as follows on our 


| Meeting of February 6. 


“Dr. Walter Hadwen was treated last Friday to a remarkable 
demonstration at Queen’s Hall in celebration of the failure of 
his recent prosecution at Gloucester. Only two or three of the 
big London dailies thought well to acquaint their readers with the 
event, but this does not lessen its significance, rather the reverse.* 
The meeting was remarkable, first, for the enthusiasm demon- 
strated for Dr. Hadwen personally, and, secondly, for the presence 
and the speeches of several members of the medical profession, 
which testified not only to their regard for the ‘guest of the even- 
ing,’ but to their acceptance of the views for which he has stood 
so stoutly all his life. In this respect the proceedings developed 
into a demonstration in support of the right of every medical 
practitioner to think for himself, and to treat his patients by the 
light of his own experience and study, and a protest against the 
methods used by medical men at Gloucester to suppress this right. 

“Tt seems to me childish folly to boycott a public meeting of 
this kind, treating Dr. Hadwen and his followers as if they were 
Bolsheviks or Communists, on the principle that, if you cannot 
suppress them by force, it is best to take no notice of them for fear 
of advertising their opinions.” 

The Editor goes on to refer to the articles on vaccin- 
ation contributed to Truth by Dr. Hadwen, and the utter 
failure of his opponents to supply any answer to them. 
He concludes :— 


“You cannot suppress facts like these for long; you cannot 
fool all the people all the time. Truth will out.” 

The Church Times remarked recently :—‘To-day, the 
Press ignores with a safety that would have been impossible 
even 50 years ago any movement, however interesting, 


which for some reason it does not desire to advertise.” 
Unfortunately, so does the Church. 


Sir James Mackenzie’s Work. | 

Although the late Sir James Mackenzie was not an 
avowed anti-vivisectionist, he certainly did much in- 
directly to forward our Cause by his insistence upon the 
great ideal which lies at the back of our Movement—that 
of careful, painstaking medical practice as against 
laboratory work. On one occasion he remarked in a 
lecture -— 

“We have the experimental pharmacologist demonstrating to 
the student with precision the effects of remedies by animal 
experimentation. As soon as he enters the hospital wards, he 
finds the knowledge he has acquired in his pharmacological course 
of no use.”—British Medical Journal, June 4, 1921. | ‘ 

The following passages from the obituary notice, which 
appeared in the Datly Telegraph of January 7, point the 


moral :-— 

“By methods that indicated a remarkable originality of mind 
he acquired a knowledge 
which has literally revolutionised the diagnosis and treatment of 
diseases of the heart. The average general practitioner has quite 


* The Daily News and Morning Post had excellent reports, and a 
shorter one appeared in the Wesiminster Gazette. 
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enough to do without making the special study of one particular 
subject an addition to his ordinary work, but Mackenzie actually 
made his general practice the field of a most painstaking research, 
which involved the making of thousands of individual records 
and an amount of labour that few ordinary men could undertake. 
But Mackenzie was not an ordinary man. In this country— 
perhaps to an even greater extent abroad—he was recognised as 
a genius, who had solved problems that had baffled clinicians for 
generations. . . . He longed to pursue the investigations that 
had brought to thousands of suffering men and women a great 
relief. Therefore, when he retired in 1918, it was not to enjoy the 
rest he had so richly earned, but to resume research work in the 
quiet little university town of St. Andrews. Here he attempted 
to apply to general medicine the same principles of research which 
he had employed with such marked success in the study of diseases 
of the heart; but the value of these later studies has yet to be 
fully estimated. 

“Those who are best qualified to judge consider that the import- 
ance of Sir James Mackenzie’s contribution to the world’s know- 
ledge of the heart cannot be exaggerated. That contribution is 
both scientific and practical—the work of a general practitioner 
whose originality in medical science amounted to genius.” 

No doubt, in spite of this, we shall still be told that 
every advance in the treatment of heart disease is due to 


experiments on animals! 


Dr. Snow's Article. 

We would direct attention to the information, given 
on page 48, that our Manchester Branch hopes to reprint 
the excellent article on “‘The Vivisection of Dogs,” by 
Dr. Herbert Snow, which appeared in the January issue 
of the Nineteenth Century and After. Meanwhile, readers 
should obtain and study the article. 


A Protest against Sex Exchange. 

The following letter was sent recently by one of our 
members to the Editor of the Nation and the Atheneum :— 

S1r,—There is a certain irony in the choice of Christmas time for 
your publication on December 27 of a review (page 476) of a 
scientific book by one Dr. Weil, of Halle University. 

Among other items the reviewer mentions with approval the 
surgical transposition of the genital organs in various animals 
from male to female individuals and vice versa, and records with 
satisfaction the fact, inter ala, that a male guinea-pig can be made 
to suckle young. 

Not a word as to the physical sufferings of the unfortunate crea- 
tures during the process of this triumph of legerdemain while the 
most sensitive parts of their organisms are being outraged; nor 
of their ligatured immobility, during the weeks, and months, 
while the experiments are maturing. 

And all this juggling for what conceivable purpose ? 

Quite possibly, though we never can know, such pseudo-scientific 
experiments are now being carried out under the guise of ‘‘ research” 
at the public expense in the laboratories subsidised under the 
Health Insurance Acts for which we, one and all, are made 
responsible. Yours, 

Welshpool. A. P. BuscH-MIcHELL, 

January 5, 1925. 


American Death-rate Increases. 

The San Francisco Call of December 11 published a 
statement sent out by International News Service, to the 
effect that the American mortality rate in the last year 
recorded (1923) was higher than in the year before, having 
advanced from 11°8 per 1,000 to 12°3 per 1,000. The 
paragraph is headed ‘“‘ Death Gains in Race with Science 
and Medicine.” Yet we are told that ‘Science and 
Medicine” are always improving! Probably it is the 
inoculation which passes under that description which is 
responsible for the increase. 


Violet Tweedale on Vivisection. 

Students of the occult will be delighted with Mrs. 
Violet Tweedale’s new book, Phantoms of the Dawn. 
(Publisher, John Long; price 7s. 6d.) A volume of 318 
pages, full of remarkable experiences and thoughtful 
deductions therefrom. Sir Arthur Conan Doyle, in a 
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Foreword, observes that there is no writer upon psychic 
subjects who excels Mrs. Tweedale in the power of inter- 
esting readers, and “‘the reason probably is that there is 
no writer on psychic subjects who has herself, in her own 
person, got so near to the heart of the subject,’’ for she 
has not only the “rare and wonderful power of clairvoy- 
ance” but also the faculty of clear and convincing expres- 
sion and the moral courage and independence of mind 
for which her grandfather, Robert Chambers, of Edinburgh, 
was also famous. | 

The closing chapters of this book are devoted largely 
to a consideration of the moral questions of the day, 
and the response of the people to spiritual stimulus, 
Here the authoress finds occasion to denounce vivisection, 


She asks :— 

“What can be the thoughts of the Almighty Ruler of the Universe 
upon vivisection? Let those who practise it, let those who sup- 
port it, ask themselves this question, if they dare. 

“No vivisector can have any belief in a God or a hereafter. He 
may indignantly retort that he believes in both. 

‘“‘Then ask yourself if it is in the very least likely that any 
believer, outside Bedlam, would so deliberately and certainly 
jeopardise his future for the sake of keeping alive for a few weeks 
longer the old coat we discard at the grave. . . Ask yourself, 
is the human body really so precious that we can afford to risk 
the punishment we are promised? Is it probable that the Creator 
will aid you in this attempt to prolong life? What is life? The’ 
breath of God which animates all creation. Can you really be 
foolish enough to imagine that God is going to give you an exten- 
sion of His life through calculated cruelty practised on His helpless 
creatures? Surely, the very fact that your faith is in the vivi-. 
sector and not in God will absolutely debar you from any benefit 
you may hope for. What vivisection really does is to increase | 
disease a thousandfold.” 


Vaccinated the Wrong Baby. 

The high-handed methods of vaccinationists were 
never more strikingly revealed than in the recent case. 
investigated by the Stoke-on-Trent Guardians. Dr. 
Read, the public vaccinator for Hanley, was to have 
vaccinated a baby at No. 24, Free Trade Street. In error 
he went to No. 34, where there happened also to be a 
young baby. In spite of the mother’s protests, he. 
insisted on vaccinating it, and shortly afterwards it died. 
Another doctor, of course, certified that it died of some- 
thing else; whether that be so or not, it was clearly ne 
in a fit state to be vaccinated. 

Dr. Read was censured by the Guardians for his ‘‘ care-. 
less mistake.’? One of them remarked that people have 
names, as well as numbers on their houses. But this was 
a detail which the doctor evidently thought as unimport- 
ant as the protest of the mother. Mothers, he said, 
protested so often that he did not attach much importance 
to their objection. ‘a 


**Scares’’ and Appointments. . 

The New York Herald Tribune of December 30 reported 
as follows :— 

“WASHINGTON, December 29.—Charges that Senator Royal 
S. Copeland, of New York, when Health Commissioner of New 
York, used plague scares to obtain appointment of political 
workers in the Health Department who are being continued in. 
office by the same methods, were made here to-day by H. W. 
Marsh, Secretary of the National Civil Service Reform League, 
in an address to the American Political Science Association. 

““«One of the best examples of how it is done is the appointment of 
some 200 persons in the Health Department of New York City 
in 1920 upon representations made by Senator Copeland, then 
Health Commissioner of New York, that the country was threatened ° 
with epidemics of black plague, cholera, smallpox and what not,’ 
said Marsh. ‘The Board of Estimate and Apportionment promptly 
turned over to the Department of Health nearly $200,000 each 
year to be used in stamping out these threatened epidemics. On 
the violent pleas of the Health Commissioner, the Civil Service 
Commission authorised the employment of such persons as might 


q 
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jem to the Health Commissioner necessary in this emergency, 
xe employees to be appointed without competitive examination. 
«When the six months period for which such employees were 
ithorised had expired it was found by the Health Commissioner 


iat the emergency still existed, and the Civil Service Commission 
hthorised retention of the employees for another six months. 
\‘‘«At the end of the year the emergency, according to Senator 


opeland, still continued ; and so on, down to the present day.’ ” 


| 

Iniversal Germicide. 

‘According to the Daily Telegraph of February 12, Dr. 
eonard, of Johns Hopkins School of Hygiene, claims to 
ave discovered a germicide which will kill every kind 
{ disease germ without harming the patient. Another 
‘id for fame! In view of announcements of this kind, 
4 constantly made, it seems remarkable that disease 
oes not vanish altogether. 


“he Harmless Germ. 

A curious story is told in the Daily Telegraph of Febru- 
ry 12 in connection with a certain trial at Leipzig. It 
sminds us of the canard about germs dropped by German 
feroplanes. If the accusations levelled against the 
cused man, Neumann, be true, the only reasonable 
onclusion to reach is that germs, intended to spread 
‘estruction, are powerless to hurt—as we have always 


haintained. Here are passages from the report :— 

| “A long, agitated discussion then took place as to the experiments 
arried out by certain of the accused with disease germs as a possible 
4strument of murder. Neumann himself claimed the authorship 
f this diabolical plan, which, he said, seemed to him to fall 
tithin the instructions given him by Skoblevsky. 
is statements, he obtained germs through the mediation of a 
yoman whom he then knew only as ‘Lou,’ and who, after being 
br some time employed at the Russian Embassy, was placed at 
he disposal of Skoblevsky. She put him in touch with a man 
‘hom he also knew only by a pseudonym and who procured germs 
or him from a chemist. He paid $5 for each tube of the culture. 
‘o test the efficiency of the germs experiments were tried on a 
abbit. The attempt on this unfortunate animal’s life was not 
isputed by others of the accused who took part in it, but they 
‘atly denied his account of the results of the test. He declared 
hat the rabbit refused either to drink the milk or eat the cabbage 


lid not contain germs.” 

This is surely a superlative example of ‘“‘taking for 
‘ranted’? and calling the process “‘ proof!” 

“There was also a long wrangle as to the nature of the contents 
f the tubes. Neumann said they contained typhus and dysentery 
yacilli, and another of the defendants was just as positive that they 
vere labelled ‘cholera.’ 


' “Gradually it became evident that the object of the defence | 
‘n pressing for illumination on this point was to suggest that the | 


yhole incident with germs was a fraud by Neumann, and that he 
veally put into his own pocket the money which he professed to 
lave spent on the cultures. This imputation for the first time 
upset the level composure with which Neumann had told his tale. 
‘na loud and angry voice he protested against the charge of dis- 
aonesty and invoked his party record as a Communist to prove 
ais impeccable integrity.” 


George Birmingham on Inoculation. 

_ We have often noticed in the books of Canon Hannay 
“George Birmingham’’) references to inoculation which 
show him to be the possessor of a faculty for unorthodox 
criticism which is extremely rare in Church dignitaries, 
and hardly less so in popular authors. In The Grand 
‘Duchess, Part 3, Chapter 1, we read the following :— 


' “You know the way doctors go on,” he said. 

| “They swagger a lot about having discovered a preventive 
‘serum which they say will stamp out some disease or other. When 
‘everybody has been inoculated, the disease turns up again just as 
‘usual, an epidemic of it. The doctors have to save their faces, 
‘so they say that what people are dying of isn’t the original disease 
at all, but something quite different, although it seems to be the 
‘same. They give it a new name, and are thoroughly pleased 
‘with themselves.” 


According to | 


eaves which had been treated with the virus, while they asserted | 
hat it did so without turning a hair and so proved that the tubes | 
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| by the act of one of them), 
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Scarlet Fever and Negro Blood. 

What is modern medicine coming to? According to 
the Daily Express of February 3, a French bacteriologist, 
Dr. C. Zoeller, has discovered that the way to prevent and 
cure scarlet fever is to prepare a serum from the blood of 
negroes, and inject it into the white races! His idea is 
that negroes are immune to the disease; Nature, no 
doubt, foreseeing scarlet fever in their neighbours, planted 
them in the world as so many medicine bottles. 

But Dr. F. G. Blake, Professor of Medicine at Yale 
Medical School, is satisfied with the old-established 
reservoir, the horse. He is preparing a serum from horses 
(says the Evening Bulletin of Philadelphia, January 30) 
which “‘will cure the most hopeless cases of scarlet fever 
in 12 to 24 hours!’’ This report adds an important 
statement, which can be quoted against our opponents: 

“Fe asserted scarlet fever was similar to diphtheria, and not 
associated with measles and other rash-producing diseases.” 

Now we have frequently pointed out how absurd it is 
to attribute any decline in the diphtheria death-rate 
to antitoxin, seeing that the scarlet fever death-rate, 
without any inoculation, has declined so much more 
rapidly. When this point was dealt with by Dr. Hadwen, 
the British Medical Journal, being cornered, practically 
retorted, “‘Ah! but what about measles?” 

Dr. Hadwen had no difficulty in showing that the 
measles death-rate was declining also; but if the affinity 
really lies between scarlet fever and diphtheria, his 
original point was the strong one. 


The Vaccinating Mosquito. 

The New York Evening Bulletin of November 17, 1924, 
reported the following :— 

“Dr. W. W. Cross, City Health Officer of the California City, 
has ordered wholesale vaccination owing to a threatened epidemic 
of smallpox. It appears that while one of the nurses was in the 
vaccination room aiding physicians, a wandering mosquito flew 
into the window and nipped her on the arm. 

‘““*A perfect vaccination take resulted,’ according to Dr. Cross. 
He explains that in the stinger of the mosquito may be found 
vaccine, hence the ‘perfect inoculation.’” 

We are at a loss to understand why “wholesale vac- 
cination” should be ordered. Why not leave it to the 
mosquitoes? These intelligent insects (if we are to judge 
thought it their duty to spread 
an epidemic of vaccination. We have no doubt whatever 
that, as a “protection,” a mosquito bite is quite as 


effective as cowpox! 


Monkey Glands. ; 
The Daily Telegraph of January 15 had a leader which 


| concluded with this very sensible remark :— 


“Perhaps the Indian peasant who believes that the soul of his 
grandfather is in the whiskered monkey is not so much more 
credulous than the people who believe that a gland from that 
monkey will give a man back his vanished youth.” 

But in order to satisfy such credulous people, Dr. 
Voronoff is apparently securing an unlimited supply of 
chimpanzees from West Africa, and we learn from the 
Morning Post of January 24 that :— 

“ At the Pasteur Institute at Kindia, French Guinea, Professor 
Voronoff demonstrated his method in the presence of the Governor, 
himself a medical man. He subsequently donated 100,000 francs 
to the Institute for the establishment of a large menagerie of suit- 
able monkeys for the purpose of fostering local researches in 
connection with the treatment of cancer and tuberculosis, and for 
the purpose of ensuring the supply of chimpanzees to the surgical 
institutions of France.” 


Strays for Vivisection. 

The Sunday Herald of February 1 reported :— 

“Last year 3,317 dogs found straying in the streets of Paris were 
taken to hospital laboratories for vivisection.” 

That is how a civilized country treats household pets! 
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Seneca—on Inoculation! a) : ea 
It was Cicero who supplied the British Union with its 


motto, ‘‘No Cruelty is Useful.”” Mr. Howard Williams 


sends us another crisp and pregnant phrase from Seneca, | 
which is perhaps of equal value from the anti-vivisectionist | 


standpoint. It forms, indeed, a striking companion 
motto, for whereas Cicero gives us the moral aspect of our 
Cause in a nutshell, Seneca gives the scientific aspect. 
The passage is found in De Grd and runs as follows :— 

“To owe [or, to pretend to owe] health to disease is a sort of 
remedy to be abominated.” 


modern problems. 
—the other kind. 


The Professor and His Rats. 

The San Francisco Examiner of December 21 had an 
article entitled ‘‘ U.C. Professor Makes Pets of 3,000 Rats,” 
in which an experimenter, Professor H. M. Evans, is 
called ‘‘the champion Pet raiser of the State!” 


Modern Viviseetion Cruelfies. 


® E find that a vast number 
of cruel experiments 
on animals appear to 
have been conducted in 
order to learn what 
effect various diseases 
\ have upon the thyroid 
=e“ gland. 

ys If this investigation 
has any particular use, 
the commonsense 
method of procedure would surely be to classify persons 
suffering from the different diseases and see if they show 
any signs of thyroid trouble, following up the clinical 
study with anatomical observations. 

But such is not the method of the vivisector. He 
invariably begins his comparison by treating animals in 
a way quite unknown to human beings, thus introducing 
differences which must vitiate all his conclusions. An 
example of this is seen in an article entitled ‘‘ Changes in 
the Thyroid Gland Produced by Fecal Extracts,” con- 
tributed to the American Journal of Physiology for Sep- 
tember, 1924, in which we find references to such unnatural 
procedure as the injection of diphtheria and tetanus 
toxin into the thyroid glands of animals, and into the 
peritoneum. 

The main portion of the article, however, is devoted 
to an account of the results of feeding the victims with 
disgusting substances. The following are quotations :— 

“Burget, using cats and giving the emulsion of feces from both 
goitrous and non-goitrous individuals by stomach tube, found no 
change in the thyroid.” 

(It is admitted that “‘the conflicting evidence so far 
reported leads to no definite conclusion.’’) 

“In the first and second series of animals [rabbits] a partial 
thyroidectomy (one lobe) was performed before any toxin was 
administered. . . . Injections were made six days a week.” 


So these animals had first to undergo an operation, 
and afterwards were never free—except, presumably, 
on Sundays—from the inoculating syringe, the substance 
injected being “toxin extracted from rabbit feces with 
physiological saiine.”” It is added that “tan extract so 
prepared produced death in rabbits when 10 to 12c.c. per 
pound of body weight were injected peritoneally.” 

Considering that the rabbit is a highly nervous 
animal, the amount of suffering caused by these continual 


He keeps | 
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| rats for the purpose of experiments in diet, thus, accord- 


| his 3,000 rats “‘ personally.’ 


_claim made for British exploiters of rats and mice in 


These old philosophers dealt, it appears, with all our | cancer research, 


There have always been wise men and ently, to broadcast the suggestion that animal experi- 


| 


| seemed present. 
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ing to the writer, “adding to the future health possibilities 
of the nation.” 

It is hardly necessary to point out that the diet that 
suits rats is hardly likely to suit human beings, and these 
experiments are a hobby, certainly not a necessity; but 
the absurdity of representing them as an example of 
‘“‘petting”’ is still more obvious. 

The Professor is credited with knowing every one of 
’ We have heard the same 


It is a very tall story, designed, appar- 
mentation is an innocent and delightful pastime, 
especially forthe animals. We have read and re-published 
some very gruesome accounts of ‘“‘feeding experiments” 
in America, and we should only believe in the “pet” 
theory if this particular Professor denounced the horrors 
which have been indulged in by others engaged in the 
same task. 


and deep injections can hardly be over-estimated. Some- 
times the cutting out of part of the thyroid took place 
at a later stage of the experiment. The following descrip- 
tion tells its own tale :— : 
“The animals showed characteristic symptoms following each 
injection. These were marked if the injections were large, and | 
mild or absent if the injections were small. Abdominal distress _ 
Respirations invariably became greatly increased 
in rate for a time. Within 15 to 30 minutes the animals would - 
begin to show signs of depression, appearing to be in a state of | 
shock. Muscular weakness developed, the rabbits being unable 
to sustain their weight on their legs. The respiratory rate slowed | 
and became subnormal.” 
The following are the ‘“‘conclusions” given at the end 
of the article :— | 
(1) “Fecal extract when injected intraperitoneally into rabbits — 
causes an increased activity of the thyroid gland, as evidenced by 
colloid absorption, hyperplasia and hypertrophy. 
(2) “‘The increase in activity of the gland seems to be roughly | 
comparable to the amount of toxin given. | 
(3) “It would seem as though the thyroid breaks under the | 
strain of large doses of toxin and undergoes degenerative changes. .. 
(4) “This response so far has shown itself to be merely a physio- — 
logical increase in the gland.” 4 
Of what possible value can these observations be? 
Nobody ever thinks of injecting feces into the peritoneum 
of a human being; and the discovery that the more you 
inject into rabbits the more the thyroid gland is excited, 
and the stronger are the “‘ characteristic symptoms”’ follow- 
ing the outrage, may be interesting to the vivisector, 
but is only what he might have expected. 


\ 
| 
| 
This practice of continually forcing horrible decoctions 
either into the veins or by tube into the stomach would 
certainly be characterised as gross cruelty anywhere 
outside a vivisector’s laboratory. 
Incidentally, we note from another article in this 
journal that a young dog, only one year old, was kept 
continuously in a cage, and certain physiological results 
are attributed, not to the operation that had been per- 
formed upon him, but to the fact that he was “‘closely 
penned up,” whereas the other dogs under observation 
were more or less free. Here again we see that the 
vivisector uses animals in a manner not permitted in this 


country, at least, to other men, for one of the most 
encouraging signs of our advance in the humane treatment 
of animals is the increasing number of prosecutions for 
this form of cruelty. But our vivisectors are undoubtedl 


4 


free to act as they please in the matter. 2 
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THE QUEEN’S HALL MEETING. 


NOTABLE advance 


Anti-vivisection 
has undoubtedly 
been made as 


of -the* ‘recent 
effort to ruin the 
reputation of our 
! President, 
fadwen, and thus to stultify his work. But for the famous 


the direct result | 


. Great Welcome to Dr. Hadwen. 


| reserved to accommodate them, and the orchestra (which 


in the Cause of | 


is perhaps superior in acoustics to the extreme back and 
sides of the hall) was the only place available. 

Another apology we proffer by the request of Mrs. 
Keith Mackenzie, who, with infinite pains, had organised 
the stewarding of the meeting. Her perfected plans were 


| upset at the last moment by an unfortunate but natural 


Dr. | 


rial,the British Union would hardly, for many years to | 
ome, have attempted the ambitious task of filling the © 


Jueen’s Hall. But the evening of February 6 saw that 
reat hall (with the exception of the top gallery, which, 
1owever, accommodated a fair number) filled to over- 
lowing, and the largest audience ever gathered together 
vy the Union listened to speeches ably presenting, as Dr. 
dadwen explained, “the Anti-vivisection point of view.” 


error—she had written directions to each steward as to 
his exact place and duties on his entrance card, not realising 
that the hard-and-fast rules of the hall rendered compul- 
sory the relinquishing of the cards! Hurriedly the 
stewards were collected and drilled without their order 
papers, but before all of them could be reached and 
instructed, the doors had to be opened and the public 
flocked in. If anybody was incommoded by this little 
flaw in the arrangements, we are sure they will readily 
excuse it. Probably the ingenuity of the stewards saved 


| the situation, in cases where Mrs. Mackenzie’s marvellous 


Many doctors and medical students were present in the | 


yody of the hall and grand circle, and hundreds of entire 
strangers to the movement had been attracted by the 
prospect of seeing and hearing the victim and hero of the 
lrama of October, 1924. 


In response to many requests, we are devoting this issue _ 


of the ABOLITIONIST to a verbatim report of the proceed- | 


ngs: Much ordinary news is postponed, although wehave °f hearing the speeches, owing to the multiplicity of their 


' tasks outside the hall, and their self-sacrifice cannot be 


increased the size of the paper: 


| 
_ We would take this opportunity of thanking the many | 


friends who contributed to the success of our great meet- 
ing; especially Miss M. E. Ford, who organised a dis- 


event, and her many helpers who undertook the task— | : 


Mrs. Dudley Ward and her party who paraded with 
posters—the Editor of the Animals’ Friend, who placed 
our circulars in every copy of that paper without making 


quickness and presence of mind could not cope with it. 
To her we owe an immense debt, for her task was no light 
one. To the stewards and literature sellers we tender 
our most grateful thanks. At the risk of being invidious, 
we must mention with special praise the devoted labours 
of Mr. Hilary George, who was invaluable. Mrs. Pater, 
Miss Simpson and a few other kind helpers were, like 
Mrs. Mackenzie, almost entirely deprived of the privilege 


over-estimated. The following were the officials :— 
Gentlemen :—Mr. Amos, Mr. Aston, Capt. Butcher, Mr. Sydney 
Barraclough, Mr. E. Crofts, Mr. Carruthers, Mr. Crow, Mr. 


‘ : ) : wh | Chandler, Mr. Caister, the Messrs. L., E. and M. Delplanque, 
tribution outside churches of circulars advertising the | 


any charge—the Anti-vaccination League, the London | 
and Provincial A.V. Society, the World League, the | 
Society for United Prayer, P.C.A., the Church A.V. 


League, the Canine Defence League, the Council for 
Animal Welfare Week, the Order of the Star in the East, 
‘the Equine Defence League, and other Societies and 
individuals (notably Miss Bradish, the Misses Allport, 
‘Mr. Newnham, Miss E. White, Miss Hull and Miss 


‘Yandell) who distributed them elsewhere—Dr. Gertrude | 


‘Best, who presided at the organ prior to the meeting— 
and, last but not least, the outside Societies, especially 
the Women’s Co-operative Guilds, that showed their 
‘interest by sending delegates. 

_ The mention of delegates leads us to express our sincere 
‘regret that the seats allotted to them were not well 
adapted for hearing; but we were in a difficulty. Owing 
'to the fact that so large a portion of the arena and the 
was made, we feared that delegates might find themselves 
crowded out altogether, unless some definite place were 


grand circle was occupied with seats for which payment | 


| Ethel Vawdrey and Dr. Fergie Woods. 


Mr. Edwards, Mr. Earp, Mr. Golding, Mr. Goodall, Mr. George, 
Mr. Gibson, Mr. Graham, Mr. Fraser Hewes, Mr. Hodson, Mr. 
Jones, Mr. King, Mr. Lascelles, Mr. Lindsay, Mr. Davies 
Lloyd, Mr. Middleton, Mr. Maberly, Mr. Naylor, Mr. Panton, 
the Messrs. Rose, Mr. Rodenhurst, Mr. Roan, Mr. Rogers, Mr. 
Summers, Mr. Sewell, Mr. Simon, Mr. Saunders, Mr. Sing, Mr. 
Toms, Mr. Thompson, Mr. Spencer, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Sheering, 
Mr. Winter, Mr. Walkington, Mr. Whiley, Mr. Wathen and Mr. 
Wellington. 

Ladies:—Mrs. Aird, Miss Champion, Miss Doig, Mrs. Grant, 
Miss F. M. Kidd, Miss King, Mrs. Mellor, Mrs. Martin, 
Mrs. Pater, Mrs. Pratt, Miss Penn, Mrs. Saunders, Miss Simpson, 
Miss Spencer, Miss Stevens and Miss Watson.* 

At 8 o’clock Mr. H. G. Chancellor opened the meeting, 
being supported, in addition to the speakers, by Dr. 
Beddow Bayly, Dr. Damoglou, Dr. Valentine Knaggs, 
Dr. Love, Dr. Herbert Snow, Dr. T. S. Vawdrey, Dr. 


There were also 


on the platform Mrs. Hadwen, Mrs. Rodenhurst, Mrs. 


Austin, and a Staff Captain of the Salvation Army repre- 
senting Mrs. Bramwell Booth, Mr. G. C. Cope, Mr. Roy 
Horniman, Mr. B. G. Horniman, Mr. G. F. Hubert, 
Mr. and Mrs. Arnold Lupton, Mr. McAllan, the Rev. 
J. Cartmel Robinson, Mr. Edgar Saxon, the Rev. Walter 
Walsh, and the Rev. A. Walters. 


* We should be glad to know if any names have been accidentally 
omitted from the list. 


THE CHAIRMAN’S SPEECH. 


of 


| 


Mr. H. G. CHANCELLOR, after reading messages | G. B. Shaw, Miss Margaret Bondfield, Dr. Robert Bell, 
apology for absence from Mr. George Arliss, Mr. | Mr. Johm Galsworthy, Mr. H. J. Massingham, Mr. 


36 


The Abolitionist. 


Marcu 2, 1925. 


ton, M.P., Mr. John Beckett, M.P., Rev. | 
fe Seta aay : J _ even on the local medical committee. 


| came. 


Dr. Meyer, Miss Ellen Wilkinson, M.P., Mr. W. T. 
Kelly, M.P., Mr. W. Thorne, M.P., and cablegrams 
from America, moved the following resolutions :— 


“This meeting tenders to Dr. Hadwen its hearty congratulations | 
on his acquittal of the monstrous charge of manslaughter, and | 


its condemnation of the persecution to which he was subjected. 
This meeting further thanks him for his successful vindication 
of the right of medical practitioners to reject changing medical 
fashions in which they disbelieve, and to treat patients according 
to their own experience and judgment, free from interference or 
dictation by outside authority. 

“That the attention of the Lord Chancellor be directed to the 
circumstances under which Dr. Hadwen, J.P., of Gloucester, 
was committed for trial on a charge of manslaughter, by a majority 
verdict of a Coroner’s jury, and respectfully urges upon him the 
necessity for a return to the pre-war status of Coroners’ inquiries.” 


He then said: In the summer of 1923 there was an 
outbreak of chicken-pox in Gloucester. Somebody got 
frightened and called it smallpox. But those who got 
it did not suffer and simply refused to die. Of several 
hundred cases diagnosed as smallpox, only two doubtful 
cases proved fatal. 

Of course the scare was used, as all such scares are, 
to boost vaccination. This scare was exploded and its 
humbug and falsity exposed by Dr. Hadwen. When he 
had done with it the scare took 
on the proportions of the small- 
pox. It ceased to exist. | 
(Laughter .) 

Now vaccination is very dear 
to orthodox medicine. More- 
over, the making of vaccines and 
serums is profitable to others, 
who also naturally believe in 
what brings them profit. In 
blowing the bogus epidemic to 
pieces by facts, 7.e., by simply 
telling the truth about it, Dr. 
Hadwen greatly offended some 
of his medical colleagues. 

Among others thus offended 
was a doctor named Ellis. This 
person showed his metal in 
methods usually adopted by that 
admirable type of citizen we 
call informers. He offered in- 
formation about Dr. Hadwen to 


the very newspapers that by boosting the scare as a first-. 


class stunt had made big money out of it as a selling pro- 
position, whose profitable propaganda Dr. Hadwen was 
fighting almost single handed. These papers are not 
squeamish in their treatment of a victim, when they get 
one. But somehow the generous Ellis’s information was 
not found to be of the kind described by an American 
journal that claims to give “all the news that’s fit to 
print.’’ Anyhow, it did not get printed. Perhaps the law 
of libel had something to do with depriving the public of a 
share in the informer’s knowledge, which remains hidden 
still in his breast, the proud possessor of secrets we shall 
never know. 

I believe that the profession regard as infamous certain 
conduct, such as assisting unqualified practitioners who 
relieve suffering patients by effecting cures with which 
some of the qualified are incompetent to deal. For such 
conduct men have been struck off the register and deprived 
of their status and their livelihood. Dr. Ellis’s conduct 
was not of that kind. He is still an honoured member of 
the profession. Moral poison apparently is not infamous, 
but recognised in the pharmacopceia as honourable 

when administered to an unorthodox brother. (Shame.) 


Tue InrormeER: “In the sacred cause of orthodoxy—the end justifies 
the means.’’ 


For twelve months this man refused to meet Dr. Hadwen 
Then his chance 


On August Ist Dr. Hadwen was called to a little patient 
in one of the many families in his practice. She was 
suffering from a throat affection, of which he had already 


_ cured other members of the same family. She was 


treated in the same way, and in five days, apart from 
weakness, was practically cured. Then something hap- 
pened of which he was kept in ignorance and she developed 
pneumonia and unfortunately died. Dr. Ellis had been 
called in to take charge of the case some hours earlier. 
He diagnosed diphtheria, wrongly, but without hesita- 
tion, so he had no doubt as to the cause of death. But 
he refused a proper death certificate. Why? Only 
six days earlier he had refused to meet Dr. Hadwen to 
discuss and settle their differences. | 

Here was a chance of settling not the difference but the 
doctor. A post mortem, rendered necessary by refusal of 
the certificate, was held in Dr. Hadwen’s absence on the lit- | 
tle patient he had attended up to within a day of her death. 
Of the death he first heard four days later, when invited 
to attend the inquest, at which a verdict of manslaughter 
was returned against this friend 
of the poor, whose kindness and 
care are a proverb in Gloucester 
and all the country around. 

The news flashed across the 
world, bringing joy to the vivi- 
sector and depression to the 
humane. At last this heretic, 
who dared to pit knowledge 
against authority, facts against 
theories, experience against text- 
books, science against fashion, 
and conscience against interests, 
was laid by the heels. Convict 
him of manslaughter and his 
reputation was gone, his 
practice ruined, his livelihood 
destroyed, his namedishonoured ; 
above all, the cause of helpless 
animals scientifically tortured to 
make fame and fortune, emo- 
luments and honours, would 
be deprived of its foremost champion. It was worth 
the effort, and no expense or effort was spared. The next 
three months were months of martyrdom. There were 
hearings before the Coroner’s Court, the police enquiry, 
the local magistrates, the grand jury, and at last the 
Judge andjury. At the trial no less than eleven witnesses 
were called for the prosecution, of whom five were medical 
experts. 

The chief of these was Sir Wm. Willcox, KtG lee 
C.B., C.M.G.,M.D., F.R.C.P., the Home Office expert, 
who presumably represented the official medical view. 
This eminent vivisector declared that a doctor would be 
guilty of gross neglect justifying a verdict of manslaughter 
who refused to inoculate a diphtheritic patient with anti- 
toxin, though he disbelieved in its efficacy, regarded it 
as dangerous to his patient, condemned the theory used 
to justify its use, and had repeatedly cured diphtheria 
without it. 

Did ever priest or Pope exercise such tyranny over 
mind and conscience? A verdict endorsing that view 
would have made every doctor a slave to the vivisectionist . 
It would have turned the profession into a dangerous 


occupation, which none could risk entering unless content 
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to abandon his own judgment and conscience and to 
sacrifice his patients to a medical hierarchy with vested 
interests in blood pollution as a means of health. 

We rejoice that patients may still trust their doctors. 

‘We congratulate the doctors that they may still call 
their souls their own. (Applause.) 

Dr. Hadwen had proved to be their champion, as well 
as ours and that of our tortured fellow-creatures of the 
humbler creation. 

For all their heavy guns and poison gas, the persecutors 
did not get their verdict. 

For the defence no witness was called. 

Prolonged cross-examination of the defendant proved 


his case to be so overwhelming that no confirmation was | 


felt to be needed. The witnesses in Court, of whom you 
will hear two this evening, were not put into the box. 
The tables were turned. The intended victim emerged 
the victor, and the cause to which he has given his life 
received an advertisement and an impetus that nothing 
less than this persecution could have given it. 


Major REGINALD F. E. 


That is his real reward. (Cheers.) 

Of Dr. Hadwen I have said no word of eulogy. Like 
the rest of us, he is human, and no doubt has faults. 
But the things which make vivisectors hate and fear him 
are those for which we love him most. One is his magni- 
ficent courage. Another his devotion to principle and 
to truth at whatever cost of personal interest or comfort. 
And a third is expressed in my friend Bernard Shaw’s 
fitting and truthful characterisation—‘the unanswerable 
Hadwen.” Vivisectionists often reply to him, though 
mostly in his absence, seldom on the platform in debate. 
They dare not. But they never answer him. There is 
no answer. 

We must to-night offer him our congratulations, 
to assure him of the confidence we never lost in the 


| darkest hour, of our admiration and affection which 


this time of trial has deepened, and of our loyalty 
and devotion to the cause for which he has suffered, 
the cause of truth, of freedom and of humanity. 


(Applause.) 
AUSTIN (Ex R.A.M.C.). 


(M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.) 


Major AUSTIN said: AsI was one of the four medical 
men available in Court as witnesses for Dr. Hadwen’s 
defence at the recent trial in Gloucester, I think it will 
be of interest if I briefly outline the evidence I was pre- 
pared to give in the witness box if I had been called 
upon to do so. Incidentally, certain aspects of the trial 
will be dealt with, and I shall also make clear some of 
the reasons why doctors as a body dare not think for 
themselves. 


First of all, let us examine the treatment adopted by | 


Dr. Hadwen in the case of Nellie Burnham and the other 
children in the family. Dr. Ringer, one of the greatest 


authorities in medicine, in his Handbook of Therapeutics, | 


recommends dilute acids for ulcerative conditions of the 
throat of all kinds. These children had sore throats. 
Dr. Hadwen used vinegar and water in their treatment. 
Vinegar is dilute acetic acid. Therefore, from the view- 
point of authority, Dr. Hadwen’s treatment was quite 
correct. (Hear, hear.) 

In my opinion Dr. Hadwen was justified in calling 
these cases ulcerative tonsillitis. Certainly they were 
not diphtheria. The word “diphtheria” signifies a 
disease characterised by the formation of a membrane 
at the seat of trouble in the nose or throat. No mem- 
brane or other symptoms of diphtheria, observable at 
the bedside, were seen by Dr. Hadwen in any of the 
children. 

Neither was there any evidence of diphtheria or its 
results found in the body of the child that died. Dr. 
Washbourn, who made the post-mortem examination, 
reported that there was no membrane in the throat, a 
fact which proves the falsity of the claim made by Dr. 
Ellis that the throat was “‘full of membrane’? when he 
was called in to see the child a few hours before its death. 
Dr. Washbourn also reported that the heart was appar- 
ently healthy. Now the heart of a person who dies from 
diphtheria would be in a more or less degenerated con- 
dition. 
right lung; ‘“‘the kind I would expect to find following 
a sudden chill.”” These are the very words used by Dr. 
Washbourn in his report. 

Lobular or catarrhal pneumonia is the type that is 
associated with diphtheria and other infective diseases, 
and, being the result of a poison which gradually passes 


Dr. Washbourn also found pneumonia of the | 


down the windpipe and spreads into the lungs, both lungs 
are affected. Whereas lobar, or, as it is sometimes called, 
‘‘croupous pneumonia,” because membrane is formed in 
the bronchial tubes, can be contracted by special exposure 
to cold on one side of the body, and is usually confined 
to one lung, as was the case with Nellie Burnham. 

As you all probably know, the child got a chill by 
going downstairs in her nightdress and bare feet, a fact 
which was never brought to Dr. Hadwen’s notice during 
his attendance on the case. And he was ata loss to account 
for the sudden development of pneumonia. He suspected 
that there had been a sudden chill, but the fact was only 
brought out after the post mortem, at which he was not 
asked to be present, nor represented. (Shame.) 

It was consideration of all the above facts which made 
three other medical men besides myself write to Dr. 
Hadwen and volunteer to go into the witness box in his 
defence, if needed, at the Gloucester Assizes. (Applause.) 

We were quite convinced from the evidence before us 
that this case was not a prosecution, but the persecution 
of a man who held strong views opposed to vivisection 
and vaccination, which he had never hesitated to express 
openly. None of us had met Dr. Hadwen before, and 
although not all of us agreed with all his views, still we 
considered that it was monstrous that a charge of man- 
slaughter could be trumped up against him because he 
held certain convictions that were opposed to the belief 
of the majority of medical men who have never given a 
moment’s serious and unprejudiced attention to the 
problems in question. (Applause.) 

In England we have religious and political freedom, but 
apparently freedom of medical thought and action is to 
be denied. Happily the jury, in finding for Dr. Hadwen, 
frustrated that little plot. It is well for other doctors 
besides Dr. Hadwen that the jury did this. And it is 
also well for the public. (Applause.) 

The case for the prosecution, as Sir Edward Marshall 
Hall said at the trial, “‘was dependent almost entirely 
on the evidence given by that most eminent medical man, 
Sir William Willcox.” 

Sir William Willcox, as you all probably know, is an 
ardent vivisector, and Dr. Hadwen is the President of 


the largest Anti-vivisection Society in the world. Well, 
' to continue. Although Sir William had never seen any 
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portion of Nellie Burnham’s anatomy, either dead or 
alive, he queried the findings of Dr. Washbourn, who had 
conducted the autopsy, and flatly declared that it was 
lobular and not lobar pneumonia from which the child 
died. He questioned Dr. Washbourn’s belief that the 
heart was apparently healthy, and opined that a micro- 
scopic examination would have shown it to be in an 
unhealthy, degenerated condition. 


that he should have administered antitoxin, or got some- 
one else to do so. 

There is a Gilbertian touch in this. Neither the taking 
of swabs nor injection of serum is a law of the land. 
And the main line of Dr. Hadwen’s defence was that the 
child never had diphtheria at all. So swabs and anti- 
toxins had no more to do with the case than the flowers 
that bloom in the Spring. (Laughter.) 

However, as many of the daily papers made great 
capital out of these points, we will go into the matter. 

It is common knowledge that the Klebs Loeffler bacillus 
usually associated with diphtheria can be, and often is, 
found in the mouth and throat of individuals who are not 
suffering from diphtheria, and may also be found on swabs 
taken from absolutely healthy persons. Surely, then, 
commonsense, not to say logic, tells me that for diagnostic 
purposes the bacillus is an immaterial accident. So I 
do not take swabs. (Cheers.) 

To-day thousands of cases of sore throat that are not 
diphtheria are diagnosed as diphtheria merely because 
they are so from a bacteriological standpoint. Statistic- 
ally, this practice leads to much confusion, and the com- 
parisons have for some years been rendered very unreliable. 
And this is the reason why Dr. Buchanan, in his intro- 
duction to a Ministry of Health Report on Diphtheria 
generally, says: ‘“‘The notification of diphtheria should 
be limited to persons actually suffering from diphtheria, 
t.e., those exhibiting clinical signs of the disease.” So 
swab-taking doctors are really responsible for the fraudu- 
lent diphtheria statistics which are in circulation to-day. 
(Applause.) 

I also consider that even when there is membrane and 
other definite clinical evidence of diphtheria, it is wrong 
to use the antitoxin treatment, because of the dangers 
associated with it—paralysis, and death from shock. 

I have personally used antitoxin in many genuine 
cases of diphtheria and found 
no good results from its use 
—indeed, I have seen a 
number of deaths, as well as 
cases of paralysis, from this 
fashionable so-called remedy. 

For the past 15 years I 
have not used antitoxin, and 
all my cases of diphtheria 
have done well without it. 
(Cheers.) I have never had 
a case of post diphtheritic 
paralysis, or a death, in 
any of these cases that I 
treated without antitoxin. 
And I made my views known 
to the profession on this {— 
point, in an article entitled 
“A Plea for Simplicity in the 
Prevention and Cure of Bac- 
terial Infection,’? which was 
published in the Indian Medi- 
cal Gazette in September, 1919. 


Al 
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Pattern. 


But his great point | 
against Dr. Hadwen was that he never took a swab, and | 
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Dr. Valentine Knaggs, Dr. Bertrand Allinson—bot 
physicians practising in London—Dr. Hadwen, and , 
number of other medical men, also get equally good result 
without using antitoxin in their diphtheria cases. S 
Sir William Willcox had no right to say as he did at th 
trial, that “the only treatment which is of value is thi 
antitoxin treatment and general hygienic nursing 
measures.” . oy 

The antitoxin treatment of diphtheria is an outcome o; 
the belief that germs are of themselves the cause of disease. 
and bacteriologists are responsible for this belief. But 
germs, like plants, can only flourish when conditions 
are favourable for their growth; that is to say, when the 
body is in a more or less unhealthy state. 


THE ORIGIN OF DISEASE. 

The common expression “‘I was run down when I got 
the ‘flu,’ ”’ or “when I contracted tuberculosis,” etce 
etc., shows that at the back of our minds was the thought 
that ‘‘the run down condition”? was really the cause of 
the trouble. Even Pasteur himself, without knowing it, 


— + + 


_ admitted that germs could not be the original cause of 


illness, for he said, ‘In a state of health, the body is closed 
against the action of germ diseases.” 

For years some doctors have been proving to their 
bacterially infected patients that the real cause of their 
troubles cannot be discovered in laboratories, because 
the factors that make for health or disease are personal, 
and lie in our habits of life—diet, exercise, posture, etc. 
(Applause.) 

But so great is the authority of bacteriologists that few 
medical men ever made a serious attempt to break away 
from their teachings. As medical students, naturally 
we are not allowed to think for ourselves. To pass our 
examinations and get qualified, we must accept what our 
teachers tell us. In other words, we must cultivate 
what Josh Billings called ‘‘A well-balanced mind—one 
that will balance in any direction required.” (Laughter.) 

Even after qualification, few of us dare to think for 
ourselves. Take my own service—the R.A.M.C.—in 
which I spent some 26 years of my life. Medical officers 
who openly express doubts as to the value of inoculatory 
schemes, and hesitate to push them with vigour, often 
suffer for their audacity. Frequent moves, involving 
considerable expense to the one moved; unfavourable 
confidential reports; being passed over for promotion— 
all are common ways of dealing with heretics. 

Much the same sort of thing occurs in civil life. An 
excellent example was given to me by a medical man 
recently. A friend of his, a Member of the Royal College 
of Physicians, London, who is pathologist to one of our 
provincial hospitals, after reading Dr. Washbourn’s 
report of the post-mortem examination of Nellie Burn- 
ham, said that the findings were not those of diphtheria. 

“Write to Hadwen and say that you are willing to go 
into the witness box, and support him when the trial 
comes on at Gloucester; your testimony would be in- 
valuable,” said my friend. 

The reply was, “I dare not do that, my name is shortly 
coming up for election as a Fellow of the Royal College 
of Physicians, and there would be no earthly chance of 
my being elected if I gave evidence for Hadwen.” 

In conclusion, let me say that what we all desire is 
freedom of medical thought and action. According to 
the law, this freedom exists ; but practically this is not the 
case, as I have tried to show you—a fact which does not 
redound to the credit of the great and noble profession 
to which we belong. (Applause.) Any . 
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Lt.-Col. DONEGAN (Ex R.A.M.C.). 
(By LUD L.R.C.PaeL. RCS.) 


Lt.-Col. DONEGAN commenced a witty speech by 
saying that he did not intend to deal with statistics. 

I consider myself, he said, capable of proving any 
argument I liked by statistics. Suppose, for example’s 
sake, that you wanted me to prove that no one had died 
in such important cities as Manchester in England and 
Ballyhooley in the Irish Free State—well, I could do it. 
As we are so near the headquarters of the mystic art, I 
shall tell you how the trick is done. 

All I would have to do is, to go to the places I have 
mentioned and steal the burial records. 
municipal authorities for the exact number of burials for 
the period in question. If they, for reasons stated, could 
not say the exact number of burials, statistically there 
would be no deaths. (Laughter.) 

I think you will agree with me that the nobility of the 
medical profession, to which I have the honour to belong, 
is beyond all question, as it is the only calling where one 
is likely to get anything for 
nothing. At the same time, 
we have to admit that this 
noble profession suffers at times 
from being somewhat too dog- 
matic, and most of its dogmas 
are, I regret to say, the result 
of conventionalism on the part 
of the general public. When I 
was a student I remember being 
told by a professor of tropical 
medicine that the surgeon who” 
would bleed for sunstroke 
deserved to be hanged as a 
murderer. All I can say is, 
that if the dear old gentleman 
had lived longer he would have 
required a lot of silken rope, 
and many members of the pro- 
fession would have been eleva- 
ted. I was also taught that to 
give opium to a child in agony 
was murder. When I went toa 


statistics.” —Lt.-Col. Donegan. 


Then ask the | 


| 
| 
| 
{ 


| 
| 
| 
| 


THE WEIGHT OF EVIDENCE. 


“TI consider myself capable of proving any argument I liked by 


foreign country and saw the newly born babies sucking | 


chunks of opium about half the size of themselves (and | 


still, like Johnny Walker’s whiskey, going strong), 


somehow or other I altered my original opinion. | 


(Laughter.) 
You may not know it, but it takes years and years to 
alter the dose of a drug in the British Pharmacopceia. 


I think it was Moses who first ordained that the dose of | 
bicarbonate of soda should be 10 to 20 grains, and so it © 
still remains to the best of my belief, though I often | 


consume about a quarter of a pound a day myself. 


At present the profession is exceedingly dogmatic on | 
antitoxin inoculation, but in a few years, should the | 
idea of Besredka (who recommends giving antitoxins | 


by the mouth in steel capsules) be adopted, the profession 
will be out to hang those who stuck to the old-fashioned 
method of inoculation. (Hear, hear, and laughter.) 

A few years ago, as you know, people were mad on the 
name antitoxin. Everything was called antitoxin, down 
to Formamint lozenges. I once heard a lady say to a 
young Middy who was suffering from a mild attack of 
clergyman’s sore throat; ‘Now, George, say good-night 


| was a complication. 


to your Uncle Tom, and don’t forget to take your anti- 
toxin up to bed with you.’’ Time will not allow of my 
going into our Army method of treating disease with 
antitoxins, so I shall confine myself to two varieties— 
anti-tetanic and anti-typhoid. 

I went to Mespot with the original expedition in 1914. 

I am not going to say one word about the medical 
arrangements. They were perfect — God forgive me! 
(Laughter)—with the conditions, arrangements and 
surroundings such that the betting was 20 to 1 on the bug 
against the man. Up to the middle of 1916, there was not 
a case that could be even mistaken for tetanus. In 
October, 1915, we captured Kut, and at that time we were 
the only fighting force that had advanced one inch. That 
gallant officer, the late Sir Charles Townshend, not only 
drove his opponent into his own 25, but converted a try 
into a goal by the capture of Kut-el-Amarah. From that 
date we came into the notice of the home authorities, and, 
in due course, we received our 
reward. 

At that time we had very 
little of anything, antitoxins 
or anything else. Still, we 
had an abundant supply of 
anti-commonsense—orders from 
the base, with which we 
wrestled both day and night. 
(Cheers.) 

The day before the Battle of 
Ctestephon, some months later, 
my immediate medical superior 
made his way to where I was, 
being accompanied by four cart- 
loads of the most beautiful 
wooden packing cases. 

‘* Here;”? heiisaid, ‘is. our 
reward—a supply of anti- 
tetanic serum!” He also told 
me that the serum was very 
highly thought of at home both 
by its original introducer and 
the manufacturer. (Laughter.) 

**What is to be done with it?” I asked. 

‘“‘It is to be inoculated into the troops,”’ he replied. 

“Now?” I enquired. 

“No,” he retorted, ‘the original order of precedence 
is to hold good, the bullet hole first and the syringe hole 
afterwards.” (Laughter.) 

“But,” I continued, “there appear to be no syringes 
to inject it with.” 

My chief admitted that the absence of syringes certainly 
‘* However,” he said, ‘‘make the 
best use you can of it,’? which I certainly did. 

The morning of the battle, when the Turks were driven 
out of their first line trenches, our force advanced and we 
put the wounded into these trenches, having, of course, 
previously thrown out the dead Turks. Trenches may 


| not appear to you an ideal place to put our wounded, but 


you must remember we were not fighting in silk dressing - 
gowns and there were no convents or grand hotels in the 
vicinity. 

Now it happened that wood was particularly scarce in 
the country, so the cases of the anti-tetanic serum were 
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a God-send as kindling, as we were badly in want of tea. | 
(Laughter) | 
>) As regards the anti-tetanic serum we chucked the bottles | 
full of it over the trenches also; it went over the top | 
after the dead Turks. (Applause.) 

Under cover of the dark the live Turks, reinforced with | 
two divisions of fresh troops from Gallipoli, started their 
counter-attack. On they came with their tails up like | 
Felix the Cat; but when they reached our anti-tetanic | 
sector. they halted and retired. Asa matter of fact, they | 
were so cut about by broken glass that they could come | 
no further. I feel sure you will admit that I made good 
use of this wonderful serum, which on this occasion, with 
the assistance of its broken bottles, proved itself anti- 
Turkish as well as anti-tetanic. (Laughter and applause.) 

CHANGING THE NAME. 

At one time in the Army, we called enteric, ‘enteric,’ 
and a rose, a rose; but I served long enough to hear a 
rose called anything from a head of cabbage to a scarlet 
pimpernel. (Laughter.) A man in the Army contracting 
enteric, provided he had not been previously inoculated, 
was diagnosed enteric and treated for this affection from 
the start. If he had been inoculated and still got ill 
with symptoms that were, so to speak, a mirage of enteric, 
the procedure was different. He was first of all classified | 
as N.Y.D. N.Y.D. was popularly supposed to mean 
‘““Not Yet Dead,” but professionally it meant ‘“‘Not Yet 
Diagnosed.” (Laughter.) 

After the patient had struggled along in this classifica- 
tion for a week or 10 days, if his temperature remained 
insubordinate and refused to come down when ordered 
to do so, his disease was changed by a stroke of the pen; 
because the pen is mightier than the sword. (Laughter.) 

The case was then called P.U.O. Vulgar people called 
P.U.O.“ Protesting Under Officialism,”’ but it really meant 
‘* Pyrexia of Uncertain Origin.”’ (Laughter.) Ifthe patient 
recovered he remained a P.U.O., but if on the other 
hand he notified his intention of going for a drive covered 
with a Union Jack and accompanied by his comrades at 
a slow march, his disease was changed again. 

The next change was called P.T. 

You must not get confused between the letters P.T. 
and T.P. ) 

T.P. means T. P. O’Connor, the Father of the House, 
whereas P.T. means paratyphoid, derived from the 
Greek words Para—meaning “‘ Just the Same as” Typhoid 
enteric fever. When a P.T. case recovered, he had 
a distinct advantage. He was a free man, as he could 
go where he liked and become a cat burglar if he so desired. 
On the other hand, the recovered enteric was not so well 
situated, as he had to go to the wireless experts to sce if 
he had a carrier wave in his constitution. (Laughter.) 

If he happened to possess a carrier wave he was for years 
after notified as a perpetual oscillater, and his valves were 
removed whenever a symphony concert was broadcasted 
by the B.B.C. (Laughter.) 

VALUE OF SANITATION. 

I shall now pass on to other means for prevention 
which I have seen adopted in the Army. As you know, 
in the Great War we had inoculation against enteric, 
chlorinated water, and last, but not least, wonderfully 
improved sanitary conditions in the field. We had, so 
to speak, three horses pulling the coach, but no one ever 
advocated finding out which horse was really pulling the 
waggon. If all the good results were due to inoculation 
why not let us live with our pigs, and drink any water 
we could swallow? If, on the other hand, the improved 
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_ prepared to lay 20 to 1 on improved sanitation against al 


health was due to chlorinated water, we could have dis- 
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pensed with inoculation, and if the troops had bee 
supplied with leather linings to their stomachs as well a 
gas masks they would have been happy. (Laughter,) 

I have given up betting for many years, but I was alway: 


other competitors. (Cheers.) For years I wallowed ir 
enteric fever, and though never inoculated against it I, 
as you see, survive. I hope you will not think me 
egotistical if I say that for years I saw as many cases in 
a day as one in general practice would see in a year; 
fully 40 or 50. I hope you won’t consider I am competing 
for the Baron Munchausen prize when I say that I have 
seen as many as 700 cases in a day, but when I mention 
the place—Ladysmith under siege conditions—I can 
picture those who had intended making me a presentation 
putting their money back in their pockets. . : 

In addition to prevention, the Utopian Army had a 
means of eradicating disease completely. It wasexcellent, 
and it was called the Spot-Plan system. It wasas follows. 
In this movement in C flat the treble was played by the 
statistical branch, the bass by the sanitary experts, while 
the melody was supported by the Director General of the 
Army Medical Service. (Laughter.) There are, as you know, 
in Utopia such things as Parliamentary Reports, wherein 
are stated the numbers of soldiers admitted to hospital 
during the preceding year and the diseases for which 
they were admitted. 

THE SPOT-PLAN SYSTEM. 

One fine day a Director General was signing one of these 
documents, and by accident he cast his eye over the body 
of the report. He saw that there were a large number of 
admissions for sore throat—let us say 5,000. He sent for 
his Sanitary Expert and said: ‘There are too many 
admissions for this disease this year, you must take 
steps to see that the numbers are reduced in future.” 

The Grand Vizier took the matter in hand, but instead 
of taking steps, he took a twelve foot ladder to the job. 
He issued an Army Circular on the point expressing the 
extreme displeasure of the D.G. at the number of cases 
of sore throat. He then gave some very valuable flannel- 
next-your-skin suggestions; saying, amongst other things, 
that if Medical Officers would only sit on the barrack- 
room steps to see that men coming in with wet feet changed 
their socks immediately, so doing would considerably 
reduce the number of admissions. He went on to say 
that in the event of a case being diagnosed “sore throat,” 
a Spot Plan should be submitted. 

A Spot Plan consisted of a freehand drawing of the 
barracks and its vicinity, a detailed drawing of the room 
in which the case occurred, giving the exact size, cubic 
capacity, number of doors, windows, beds and pillows; 
a photo of the ventilators which had been closed by 
unauthorised persons, with finger mark, was also required ; 
also an hourly report of how the case progressed under 
treatment. 

As can be realised, it took a brave man to diagnose 
sore throat after that. Some weak-minded officials 
diagnosed the disease tonsillitis, but anyone who desired 
advancement went the whole hog and called such affections 
“Sprain Right Ankle.” (Laughter.) 

This diagnosis did not harm the patient; in fact, it 
was often of assistance to him in the event of his being 
insured against accident. 

The following year, strange to say, there was such a 
reduction in cases of sore throat, that the Director 
General called attention to it, with the result that his 
despatch was received with cheers in the House. 

Now as regards the case of Dr. Hadwen. 
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_ As you know, the Crown ran that good old horse 
“Statistics” in the Hadwen Stakes at Gloucester with 
his legs in swabs. He was in the same stable as “ Diph- 
-theria,’? with which they hoped to win, but I am glad to 
say good old Justice romped home by a street. (Applause) 
_ Mr. Vachell, counsel for the prosecution, gave an 
absolutely correct definition of the existing law on the 
subject. He might have said, that for an offence for which 
_you or I would not ask a Cabinet Minister to dine a second 
time, or might fine a railway porter a half-crown, the 
grateful country was prepared to hang the doctor, or 

award him a term of imprisonment. 
I am sure if the law on the subject was explained at our 


Universities that we should have fewer followers of | 


Esculapius. (Applause.) 

In putting the case to the Jury, Mr. Vachell said: 
“Tf poor little Nellie Burnham had been inoculated with 
antitoxin she would in all human probability be alive 
to-day.” I would not have put it in that way myself. I 
would have said: ‘‘Anyone who suffers from diphtheria 
who is not inoculated with antitoxin is absolutely certain 
to die.” I would then have added in a low voice which 
could be heard by the judge and not by the jury the 
words ‘“‘some time or other.”’ (Laughter.) 

Now I come to Dr. Ellis and his mode of procedure. 

In this case I fear there is little doubt of marked 
animosity on his part. Perhaps he was moved by con- 
scientious motives, but conscientiousness in practice not 
infrequently means doing actions that one would not like 
done to one’s self. This gentleman said that he could 
not sign the death certificate from natural causes as 


| mistakes. 


he had not attended the poor child in her last illness. | 
Now suppose, for example’s sake, that the doctor 


had been playing golf with a friend, who had got into 
such trouble in a bunker that he burst an aortic aneurism 
trying to get out of it and died on the spot. Would the 
doctor refuse to certify that his friend had died of natural 


causes? The poor fellow had no last illness to be treated | 


for! 

Would he have called for an inquest with the object 
of getting a conviction against the maker of the niblick 
with which his friend had played his last stroke? These 
exact people may do anything. In acting as he did to 
Dr. Hadwen, he was like a huntsman digging out a 


fox and chucking him to the hounds, as he should know | 


right well that in a case of this description an ordinary 
coroner’s juryman usually arrives at a verdict when he 
is eating his breakfast on the morning of the trial. If he 
had wished to act ina professional manner, he should have 
signed the certificate of death from natural causes. After- 


Dr. 


wards he could have said what he liked about the medical 
treatment of the case, and he and Dr. Hadwen could 
have fought it out either with legal actions in the Courts 
or with fists like men in the Market Square. (Applause.) 

I hope for his own sake that Dr. Ellis will never be 
in a position in which he helped to place Dr. Hadwen. 
Being tripped up badly by Sir Edward Marshall Hall 
when he asked him questions backwards was a nasty 
experience as a witness, but he would have found it far 
more trying had he been speaking from the dock. From 
the evidence, I can see no carelessness on the part of 
Dr. Hadwen, though he failed to see membrane, of which 
there appeared to be enough knocking about to re-sole 
the children’s boots! But he was guilty of two 
He used his finger as a tongue depressor 
instead of calling for the soup ladle or the kitchen 
poker, and he called vinegar, ‘“‘vinegar,’”’ instead 
of ‘“‘acetic acid.” He should have known that a 
Coroner’s Jury in such a case will not stand a cruet being 
converted into a dispensary. Had he ordered a counter- 
irritant of mustard and salad oil, God knows what might 
have happened. (Laughter.) 

From the evidence of Dr. Washbourn I see that the 
post mortem on poor little Nellie Burnham was conducted 
on the lines of a private fancy ball. Some people were 
invited and some were not. One gentleman got in 
without an invitation, a Dr. Bell, but evidence does 
not state whether he came into the room by the door or 
the chimney. As regards Mr. Justice Lush and his 
summing up of the case, it is quite easy to see that he saw 
through it from the start; he certainly made no particu- 
larly flattering remarks on the medical evidence produced 
by the Crown. It is a great pity that such a case was 
ever tried in the year 1924, for, with the addition of a 


| little thumbscrew work, Dr. Hadwen could hardly have 


received worse treatment in the year 1524. (Hear, hear.) 
Mr. Vachell has told us the law as it stands; in such 
cases, both qualified and unqualified medical practitioners 
are graciously herded together. Don’t you think it is 
about time that the British Medical Council got a move 
on and did something towards getting the law brought 
up-to-date in the interests of the medical profession ? 
Knocking lawyers off their perch is more noble and better 
fun than knocking professional brothers off the register. 
In conclusion, may I quote from Gilbert, who, in 
that grand old opera ‘‘The Mikado,” says: 
‘**The object all sublime, we may achieve in time 
And let the punishment fit the crime, the punishment 
fit the crime.” 
(Prolonged applause.) 


DAVID HOLMES. 


(M.B., M.Ch., L.R.CS.) 


Dr. D. HOLMES, M.B., M.Ch., L.R.C.S., said: 
Mr. Chairman.and Ladies and Gentlemen—When I have 
anything to discuss of importance, it is my usual plan to 
seek for a key-word, and for my present purpose my key- 
word is contained in the following incident. A man had 
hooked on two separate occasions an exceedingly fine 
trout, and this trout had broken his hooks, or, in angling 
language, had broken him up. But he determined to have 
a third trial with this fine fish. While sitting quietly 
in his punt adjusting his tackle, one of those rather rare 
incidents happened which are by no means isolated. 
This fish, making a mighty jump after a fly or perhaps 
a little fish, landed in the punt of his enemy. The latter 


feasted. his eyes on the glorious fish, gloated over it, 
seized it in his hand, and was about to transfer it to his 
basket, when his “cricket conscience’? awoke, and he 
said, ‘‘ No, it would not be cricket!” and he gently dropped 
the fish back again into its native element. If he could 
not catch it by fair angling methods, he would not have 
it at all. (Applause.) That introduces you to my key- 
word, cricket, so high in the estimation of everybody, one 
of our glorious national games. 

When an educated Englishman wishes to express 
indignation at any course of proceeding which is contrary 
to those principles which should guide us in our dealings 
with our fellow-man, or (a point I know Dr. Hadwen 
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will appreciate exceedingly) in our dealings with the 
so-called lower creation—and I have often debated with 
myself which in the sight of God is the lower creation— 
he expresses his condemnation in the most forcible way 
known to him by saying: “It is not cricket!” At the 
very start, before Dr. Hadwen was committed, there 
were incidents, too many for me to relate, which would 
be designated as not cricket. (Hear, hear.) 

There was an irregularity in the very constitution of 
the Coroner’s Jury itself. Coroners’ juries are exercised 
at the present time under temporary regulations adopted 
during the war owing to shortage of men. Previous to 
the war, Coroners’ juries consisted of not less than 12, 
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and the 12 had to give the verdict; otherwise the verdict | 


was no good. 


The records of this case prove that 
Why 12? I do not know. 


not more than 11. 
there were 12 jurymen. 


During the war, regulations were adopted | 


that a jury should consist of not less than seven, and | leave 
' convict the prisoner and deprive him of his liberty. 


There may have been some reason; if there was, it was | 


not a great one, I am sure. It is perhaps not known to 


you here that in Scotland there are no Coroners’ juries. | 


They are conducted there by an official who inquires 
thoroughly into the case, a man 
absolutely unbiassed because 
he holds the position apart from 
any other office. 

The office of Coroner is an 
exceedingly ancient one, and 
we know how difficult it is to 
alter anything of an ancient 
origin. Being ancient, it is 
thought worth keeping. An- 
other point in connection with 
the Coroner’s jury, in the case 
Wwe are at present reviewing, 
was that the verdict was a 
majority verdict. I say, a 
more unsatisfactory result never 
was arrived at. Never was so 
grave a charge built up on so 
slender a foundation as in this 
case. (Applause.) In pre-war 
days, in order that a person 
might be convicted, the 12 
jurists had to agree, failing 
which there was no case to 
be sent for trial. But now, the majority of a Coroner’s 
jury can send a man to his doom. That this is possible 
is, I think, a shocking thing. There is something wrong 
in a judicial system where it is possible for a Coroner 


by the jury.” —Dr. Holmes. 


| 
| 
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BOWLED. 


“He (Sir W. Willcox) stated his opinions, which were not accepted 


| 


to exercise this function by a majority verdict given | 


by men of the usual calibre—and I myself have had 
some experience of them. I suggest that a representation 
should be forwarded to the Lord Chancellor, who is the 
Chief Coroner for England, asking him to see that by 
the end of the present year, when this Act stands for 
renewal—the Act is passed every year—it may be restored 
to what it was before the war. 

I think that perhaps the large majority of you have 
never been in a Court when an important action has been 
tried, especially a criminal action. In order that you 
may appreciate the enormity of the injustice done to 
Dr. Hadwen by this cruel charge, I would like to take 
you now, if you will come with me, to the Shire Hall, 
Gloucester. It is a gloomy day in October, and there is 
a concourse of people filling the building, and in a portion 
railed off is a placid, venerable figure—Dr. Hadwen. 
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Why is he there? I will endeavour to tell you why. 
There is a hum of conversation going on, — 


But there he is. 
until presently a stentorian voice shouts out “Silence!” 


| 


as there enters a famous Judge clothed in scarlet and 


ermine, who, bowing graciously, takes his place upon the 
Bench. The jury are then sworn, the prisoner in a 


loud and firm voice pleads “‘ Not guilty,”’ and each witness — 
- as he comes forward also has the oath administered to 


him, enjoining upon him to “Tell the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, as between our Sovereign 
Lord the King and the prisoner at the bar.” ‘ 

‘Our Sovereign Lord the King” is generally supposed 
to be a picturesque phrase, but behind that phrase there 
is the most sinister danger to the prisoner at the bar. 
It means that this is a Crown case, and men are going to 
use that with overwhelming force in an endeavour to 


Their resources are unlimited. The very finest counsel 
of the day, experts brought from afar, are there, and any 
amount of money that it is necessary to spend is there. 
Dr. Hadwen and his friends knew only too well that if 
there was to be a reasonable chance of coping with the 
forces of the Crown—*‘our 
Sovereign Lord the King,” 
all the king’s horses and all 
the king’s men, united in 
a determined effort to ride him 
down to destruction—they knew 
that in their turn they must 
engage the very foremost coun- 
sel of the day. (Hear, hear.) 

It is a serious matter when 
a man must be prepared to 
beggar himself if he is to cope 
with the forces of the Crown 
to prove his innocence. There 
was one notorious case of a 
man who was sent to prison 
and served years of imprison- 
ment before it was proved in- 
contestably that he was inno- 
cent; and I believe the King 
recompensed him with £200. 
There may be similar cases that 
we know not of. 

In the dock sits Dr. Hadwen, 
and what is he charged with? Let us give it in its horrible 
nakedness—manslaughter. He is charged as a felon. What 
has Dr. Hadwen done? The Judge himself said he had not 
done anything wrong. The charge against him was on two 
counts, one of these being that he had failed to diagnose 
the case of Nellie Burnham as a case of diphtheria. Admit- 
ting for the moment that possibly he did not diagnose the 
case correctly—is that a crime? Last year there was a 
meeting in London of eminent surgeons who met to 
discuss their mistakes in diagnosis and consequently their 
incorrect treatment of cases. But we did not hear of 
any conscience-stricken amongst them giving themselves 
up to justice. (Applause.) 

The next point is a really important one, namely, 
what would have been the effect on Dr. Hadwen, had he 
been convicted? If a drunken motorist recklessly rides 
down and kills a man, he receives a few months’ imprison- 
ment in the first or the second division, and then he comes 
out and is nothing the worse. But if Dr. Hadwen had 
been convicted of manslaughter, a few months’ imprison- 
ment is the very smallest punishment that would have 
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befallen him; because his name would immediately | 
afterwards have been brought before the General Medical — 
Council and erased from the Registrar’s Roll of | 
Practitioners. (Shame!) 

I would like to say one word myself with regard to the 
chief expert who was brought down from London—Sir | 
William Willcox. I contend that there was not the | 
slightest necessity or justification for bringing him to 
this case at all. No one was in such a good position as 
Dr. Washbourn, who conducted the post mortem, to say 
what was found there. Sir William Willcox was intro- 
duced, with his ornamental titles—Knight Commander 
or Companion of the Order of the Indian Empire; Com- 
panion of the Bath; Companion of St. Michael and st. 
George. What were these titles read out for? I give 
you my explanation. They were read out simply to 
dazzle the jury. What has ‘Companion of St. Michael 
and St. George” to do with the death of a child in 
Gloucester? (Cheers.) I mention the most serious thing 
of all, just to back up what the chairman has said—that 
he was there to try and make compulsory the use of 
antitoxin. 

I know you are all anxious to hear Dr. Hadwen. But in 


| 
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conclusion let me say this. We are here to-night, no 
doubt, to express our indignation at the terrible wrong 
done by this unwarranted charge. Ladies and Gentle- 


_ men, I think we ought to do something further; I think 


we ought to express our deep sympathy with Dr. Hadwen. 
(Applause.) 

Dr. Hadwen himself is a man of the greatest deter- 
mination and sublime faith, and he probably would not 
feel the ordeal so much as most men. But what about 
those months of great anxiety felt by his wife and his 
daughters, and, to my knowledge, the very deepest anxiety 
manifested for him by thousands of his fellow citizens, 
who had learned not only to revere Dr. Hadwen, but to 
love him? (Applause.) 

(The Chairman then put the resolutions to the meeting , 
but of the great concourse of people, only a little knot (appar- 
ently of medical students) raised their voices against the 
first, congratulating and thanking Dv. Hadwen, which was 
vead out and voted on in two sections. The last, dealing 
with Coroners’ Inquests, was carried unanimously. A 
collection was then taken, to the accompaniment of the 
organ, after which the Chairman called upon Dr. Hadwen to 
respond .) 


HADWEN, J.P. 


(M.D., M.R.CS., L.R.C.P., L.S.A,) 


Dr. HADWEN, on rising to speak, received a great 
ovation, which lasted some moments. He said: Mr. 
Chairman and friends—I cannot thank you in words for 
such a reception as you have given me. In fact, your 
sympathy throughout the whole of my trial has been 
such as has supported me when everything else seemed — 
dead against me. 
who wrote me kind letters of sympathy and congratulation, 
telegrams and cablegrams galore. I tried again and 
again to reply to them, but the thousands that lay before 
me took all the heart out of me. 


my very deepest thanks for all their kindness throughout 
the whole of that period. 

I have passed through some strange experiences in the 
course of a long and chequered life, but I never expected to 
reach a stage in my career when I should stand as a criminal 
at the bar of an English Court of Justice to answer the 
charge of having “feloniously killed and slain” an 
innocent little patient of 10 years old. (Shame.) 

This grave charge rested primarily upon the fact that 
I had neglected to look for a particular kind of “micro- 
scopic bug” (as American scientists call it) which was 
subsequently found in a swab taken from the child’s 
throat; and secondly, because I had declined to inject — 
into my little patient’s body a certain nostrum by the 
name of antitoxin, which is supposed to scotch the | 
microscopic bug when it has been discovered. (Laughter.) — 

I viewed this attack upon my treatment of my patient — 
as a gross interference with medical right and liberty (ap- 
plause), and, as a fully qualified medical man, possessing | 
qualifications and experience at least equal to those 
possessed by any of the men who were responsible for this 
persecution, I repudiated this onslaught upon my intelli- | 
gence and reputation and declined to submit to such | 
unwarrantable dictation. (Hear, hear.) 

The whole thing resolved itself into the question as to | 
whether a medical man of the 20th century had a right | 
to think for himself. 
The slogan ‘“‘Dare Doctors Think,” which has been | 


I must also thank the vast numbers | 
| done, but was because of the opinions I hold and which 


I hope a great many | 
here to-night who have written or wired me will accept — 


| displayed upon the London hoardings for the last two or 


three weeks, was not, however, chosen by me. It was 
chosen by those who, rightly or wrongly, had come to 
the conclusion that the position in which I found myself 
recently, namely, that of a prisoner in the dock, with a 
charge of manslaughter hanging over my head, was not 
because of anything I had done or of anything I had not 
I have never hesitated to openly express. (Loud 
applause.) 

It is quite certain that there would have been no trial, 
inasmuch as there would have been no inquest, had I 
not been so unfortunate as to estrange a fellow practitioner 
by the exposure I made of the ridiculous smallpox scare 
in Gloucester the year before. If I had refused to think 
for myself, but had, instead, bowed down to the Ministry 
of Health and had joined in the scaremongering along with 
27 other doctors who obliged the Whitehall emissaries by 
signing a manifesto to the effect that there was smallpox 
in Gloucester and the only remedy was vaccination, it 
is quite certain that the death of little Nellie Burnham 
would have passed unnoticed. I had dared to think and 
act for myself and that was the brunt of my offence. 
(Applause.) 

This was not the first time I have had to take my stand 
in the cause of personal liberty. Nor was it the first 
time that I had been accused of wilfully making a false 
diagnosis of the illness of a patient to suit my views, 
but on the first occasion when that happened I was able 
to clear my character by bringing an action for libel 
against my medical traducer. On this occasion I was 
not given the opportunity. I was charged with man- 
slaughter instead. Nearly half a century ago, I was 


'haled again and again before the Magisterial Bench 


because I declined to allow my children’s pure blood 
to be polluted with the loathsome excretion from the 
sores of a diseased beast. (Cheers.) At that time men 
were led handcuffed to prison through the public streets; 
their goods were sold in the public market place to pay 
the fines inflicted upon them; mothers who had lost their 
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husbands were sent to prison for a month at a time because 
they dared to protect their children from this wholesale 
blood-poisoning; conscience was treated with derision, 
and no punishment was thought too severe to inflict 
upon respectable, home loving, thinking men and women— 
aye, the very salt of the community—by the authorities 
of the day, who bowed, as they still do, to the medical 
hierarchy which held sway over the bodies of the people. 

We broke down that tyranny. (Applause.) We secured 
the addition of the Conscientious Objectors’ Clause to 
the Vaccination Acts—that was a compromise—we shall 
not rest until that indignity to liberty-loving parents 
is swept away and vaccinated and unvaccinated stand 
equal before the law. (Renewed applause.) Again and 
again it has been sought by the bureaucrats of Whitehall 
and their obsequious public officials throughout the 
country to reinstate the hydraheaded monster of vaccina- 
tion in its old place, but the attempt has failed, and now, 
after my 50 years of struggle against these iniquities and 
superstitions, I have been forced to appear before an 
antiquated Coroner’s Court, presided over by a young and 
very cocksure Coroner; then before a Bench of my fellow 
Magistrates, and, after being informed by a Grand Jury 
that a true bill of manslaughter was found against me, I 
had to take my place in the dock as a common felon whilst 
the best Counsel of the day spent three days in debating 
whether I ought or ought not to be sent to gaol for exercis- 
ing a medical man’s right to do the best he could for his 
patient in accordance with his knowledge and experience. 
(Shame.) 

THE PROSECUTION’S SPECIAL PROVIDENCE. 

The case of the opposition was that my diagnosis and 
treatment were all wrong. But it is clear that if they were 
right there must have been the most remarkable combina- 
tion of circumstances arranged by a special Providence 
to give them a case against me. 

It will be remembered that the doctor who was called 
in when the child was dying—the very doctor who had used 
such strong and vulgar language concerning my views on 
the alleged smallpox epidemic—declared that he found 
diphtheritic membrane—which is the characteristic sign 
of diphtheria—stretching right across the throat. It 
certainly was not there when I examined the throat in 
the morning, nor was it there when the post-mortem 
examination took place two days later. But had it 
been there when this doctor professed to see it, it must 
have been there during no less than 11 days. This must 
have been a very special arrangement by a very special 


Providence acting on behalf of my enemies, for I have | 


never seen, and I doubt if any of the many medical men 
on this platform to-night have ever seen, a membrane 
persist for more than six or seven days at the very outside. 
As a rule, in four days, it has come away bit by bit and 
all but disappeared. 

To say the least of it, it wasa rarity of a very exceptional 
type. (Laughter.) 

Next we come to the pneumonia which my little patient 
had contracted by going downstairs in her bare feet and 
nightdress and walking over a tiled passage on a line 
with the street door into the scullery where she stood 
on a floor of blue bricks and drew some cold water from 
the tap to assuage her thirst. The doctor who conducted 
the post-mortem examination admitted that he found 
lobar pneumonia, and declared that it was the kind of 
pneumonia which follows a chill, of “not more than two 
or three days’ duration,” which coincided with the date 
when she had so exposed herself, and that it was mot the 
kind which arises out of diphtheria. - But after he had 
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come in contact with the Home Office Medical Adviser, 
he weakened upon the point and subsequently discovered 
that it could in very rare exceptions follow diphtheria 
—a rarity of less than one per cent., Sir William Willcox | 
subsequently stated. This was an additional curiosity’ 
—a second rarity of a very extraordinary type. (Laughter.) 

But Sir William Willcox, the special medical adviser. 
of the Home Office, who was out to give me no quarter 
upon any point or under any circumstances, denied 
flatly that it was lobar pneumonia—although he had never 
seen the child, dead or alive. He declared it was lobular 
pneumonia—the kind which arises directly from diphtheria, | 
(for he had to push the diphtheria theory for all it was. 
worth, in order to condemn me for neither taking a swab. 
nor giving antitoxin), but instead of the consolidation 
being in patches as lobular pneumonia should be, he 
declared it had taken such a severe form that the patches 
had all run together and the lung had become solid as 
in the lobar variety. That was a remarkable explanation 
from a man who had never set eyes on it. “But,” said 
he, “I admit it is very rare.” (Laughter.) 

MORE RARITIES. 

This was the third startling exception and a rarity such 
as I have never seen, nor do I believe that any experienced 
medical man in this hall to-night has ever witnessed it. 

But the curious fact existed that the pneumonia was 
confined to only one lung—which is the characteristic of 
lobay pneumonia—and this undoubtedly considerably 
nonplussed Sir William Willcox, for in lobular pneumonia 
both lungs are invariably affected. Sir William Willcox, 
however, was quite ready even for this emergency. In 
very, very rare cases, said he, lobular pneumonia might 
affect only one lung; even though the attack were as 
severe as he described, which to any medical man of 
practical experience would be deemed an utter impossi- 
bility. (Hear, hear.) 

Did ever you hear, in all the experience of the whole 
medical profession since the days of Hippocrates, such a 
marvellous combination of exceptions and rarities gathered 
together in one little body, all so carefully arranged by 
Providence for the special purpose of convicting a heterodox 
medical practitioner of manslaughter ? (Laughter.) 

It was solely upon this marvellous combination of the 
greatest rarities and curiosities that the medical witnesses 
depended for their case against me. 

Now this precious membrane, so facetiously referred 
to by Lt.-Col. Donegan, played the most important 
part in the trial. My chief opponent declared the mouth 
was “‘full of it’’ when he first examined the throat by the 
light of an electric lamp about an hour before the little 
one died, and the question of questions was: what had 
become of it? My contention was that all he saw was 
some clotted milk which he had mistaken for membrane, 
as many a medical man had done before him. 

THE SEARCH FOR A MEMBRANE. 

Still, if there, what had become of it? For the little 
one was surrounded to the time of its death by friends 
who declared at the inquest that the child had neither 
vomited nor choked; nor was it swallowed, for no 
membrane was found in the stomach. 

Mrs. Burnham, the mother, was greatly exercised upon 
this point, and so were the medical witnesses. And 
realising, apparently, after the first day of the Coroner’s 
inquest, how necessary it was that that membrane should 
be discovered, she announced a month later that when 
she was washing the daughter’s clothing after the death, 
she found it lying among the soap-suds at the bottom of 
the bath! (Laughter.) It was circular in shape, she 
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averred, all in one solid piece of about three inches in 
diameter and half-an-inch thick. (Renewed laughter.) 
And as the prosecution were most serious upon this point, 
I presume it was believed by them and their medical 
‘supporters with the same touching degree of faith that 
they placed in antitoxin. (Laughter). 
_ Ofall the combined rarities this, perhaps, was the most 
remarkable of all. It is a great pity that scientific 
_experimentation was not instituted to show its possibility. 
Sir William Willcox has told us that he dropped poison 
_into a cat’s eye in order to prove something in the Crippen 
case, and we have lately seen in America that in order to 
ascertain whether a woman had deliberately got into a 
furnace feet first in order to commit suicide, two live 
guinea-pigs were thrown by a vivisector into a furnace 
whilst legal gentlemen stood outside with watches in 
their hands calmly calculating how long it took before 
the poor little frantic, screaming, roasting creatures were 
slowly done to death. It ought not to have been beyond 
the capability of an expert vivisector like Sir William 
Willcox to have devised 
some great scientific experi- 
ment by which to check 
this comical story of mem- 
brane in the bath. (Hear, 
hear.) 

But the doctor who con- 
ducted the post-mortem ex- 
amination had his own 
theory about that precious 
membrane. He found it— 
a piece three inches by one 
—on the top of the lung! 
so that, putting the two 
samples together, there must 
have been a rare collection 
of it in that small throat, 
such as defied the accounts 
of all time. The quantity 
was more suited to the 
throat of an_ elephant. 
(Laughter.) He thought it 
must have slipped down 
from the throat just before 
the child died. But this 
again would have to be a 

rarity such as is unheard of 


in medical history. Who ever heard of a diphtheritic 
membrane either vomited in one huge piece or slipping 


down the windpipe like a bear down a greasy pole? 

This wonderful membrane was described by the mother 
on different occasions as looking like ‘“‘a piece of tissue 
paper’; like ‘‘a yellow sponge,” and like “‘a piece of 
India-rubber about half-an-inch thick,” and all the medical 
witnesses for the prosecution listened open-mouthed 
without a smile upon their faces! (Laughter.) 

You will thus see that the special Providence of the 
prosecution had arranged for them the most marvellous 
combination of rarities in one little body that had ever 
entered into the mind of man to conceive. The jury, 
however, who, fortunately, were not men and women of 
science, arrived at the commonsense conclusion that 
although mine was only one solitary voice against 12, 
my diagnosis of a simple sore throat, followed by pneu- 
monia contracted through a chill, was much more reason- 
able than an aggregation of miracles and impossibilities. 
(Applause.) 

_ I have been told that medical men are amazed at the 
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boldness with which I enunciated my views at thetrial. It 
was evident that the Judge himself was greatly astonished 
at my not following the fads of the hour. He looked 
upon me as very old-fashioned and asked me if I were not 
prepared to progress with the times. (Laughter.) I told 
him I was, but that I looked upon Pasteurism and all its 
superstitions as a retrograde movement—it was like the 
go-aheadism of the lobster, a progression backwards. 
(Laughter and loud applause.) It is the old-fashioned 
medical man who believes in Jenner and vaccination and 
the outcome of all the legendary nonsense represented by 
vaccines and serums and inoculations of every descrip- 
tion. (Hear, hear.) I once believed in Jenner; I once 
believed in Pasteur. I believed in vaccination. I 
believed in vivisection. But I changed my views as the 
result of hard thinking. (Hear, hear.) I belong to the 
new fashion and not to the old, antiquated fashion of my 
medical opponents. (Laughter.) 

Why is it that medical men for the most part follow 
the fashion of the day? Is it that they dare not think? 
Are they like Sidney 
Smith’s old lady who said 
ee she never read the other 
side of a subject in case she 
might be prejudiced? I know 
one of the most eminent 
medical men of the present 
day, perhaps the most 
eminent medical man in his 
particular line, who, after 
he became converted to 
anti-vaccination, was un- 
able to fill a lecture hall. 
Students were not encour- 
aged to go and hear him. A 
man is eminent as long as 
he is orthodox. When he 
begins to think for himself 
he becomes a crank. (Hear, 
hear, and laughter.) The 
only way to remedy this 
state of things is to have 
more cranks, so that the 
man who is boycotted and 
persecuted shall not have 
to plough a lonely furrow. 
(Applause.) 

It might be supposed that the very unscientific nature 
of modern medical treatment would have been sufficient 
to open the eyes of the understanding to its folly. 

First look at the method. To-day, the whole scheme 
is inoculation for everything. I say that that in itself 
is unscientific. Nature has given us a covering of skin 
for the protection of the body, whose organs are vested 
with the power of excretion only. The skin as a whole 
is the largest excretory organ of the body, in which are 
situated millions of excretory glands for the purpose of 
carrying off the waste material of the system; the thought 
of its being a receptive organ is opposed entirely to the 
character of its structure. The modern system does 
violence to Nature’s law and teaching; it ignores the only 
aperture which Nature has provided for the entrance of 
solids or liquids into the system; it ignores the numerons 
and complicated workshops ranged in association with 
the alimentary canal, placed there to prepare everything 
that enters by the mouth for assimilation and absorption, 
and deliberately punctures this protecting organ and forces 
drugs—many of them of the most filthy description— 
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directly into the life blood, the results of which cannot 
possibly be gauged. Frequently, it ends-in sudden death. 
Even the injection of plain water by this unscientific 
method has proved fatal. In its very inception the 
system of inoculation by the skin is unscientific and 
false. (Cheers.) If medical men would only think for 
five minutes as to this method of inoculation, the whole 
system would be condemned and ended. (Hear, hear.) 

Then as to what is injected: Perhaps one of the most 
amusing episodes in the whole trial was when the Judge 
asked Sir William Willcox: ‘‘ Tellme, what is antitoxin ?” 
The look of surprise on his Lordship’s face was a study as 
Sir William Willcox unfolded the weird romance. “It 
is made,”’ he said, “‘ by inoculating a horse.”? His Lordship 
put down his pen and turned full round to look into the 


face of the doughty knight, and repeated in astonishment | 
“Year 


and almost awe, “Into a horse!’’ (Laughter.) 
my lord,” proceeded Sir William jauntily, “by inoculat- 
ing a horse with the poison of diphtheria; and by so doing 
the horse develops protection, and after the horse has been 
protected by several doses of the poison, the horse’s 
blood is taken.’’ Again his Lordship stopped writing 
and turned round and seemed to mutter “‘horse’s blood!” 
(Laughter.) But Sir William unconcernedly proceeded, 
“and the serum—a straw-coloured, clear liquid, separates, 
and it is that serum which is the antitoxin, and it is that 
which is injected into the patient suffering from 
diphtheria.”’ The judge looked from counsel to counsel 
in almost bewilderment! (Laughter.) He must have 
fancied himself back in Shakespeare’s day, looking in 
wonderment at the witches’ cauldron. (Renewed 
laughter.) As I described it to his Lordship afterwards, 
it is ““poisoned horse bloocd’”’—poisoned by the injection 
of so-called diphtheria germs. 

The medical man does not think—he dare not—or he 
would see at a glance the superstition wrapped up in all 
this unscientific absurdity. (Cheers.) 

THE COMMERCIAL PUSH BEHIND. 

It is the great commercial manufacturing firms who 
are providing the brains for the medical man of to-day. 
(Applause and laughter.) We are deluged with circulars 
of ready-made medicines for every ailment under the sun. 
There never was a day when a medical man had less need 
for the use of his brains than he has at the present time. 
The commercial firms do all the thinking for him. (Hear, 
hear.) With a pocket syringe and a case of concentrated 
tabloids he can go forth a veritable medical Don Quixote 
to do battle with every imaginary foe. (Laughter.) 

I said “imaginary,” for what are the foes to-day? In 
the old days medical men fought against conditions of 
disease, to-day the fight is against germs—‘a germ is a 
disease and a disease is a germ.’”’ What was all the fight 
at my trial about? As to whether my little patient had 
diphtheria. She never had a solitary sign of diphtheria 
from first to last, but they found the germ—and that 
was sufficient to charge a man with manslaughter although 
this germ can be found in healthy throats, in every kind 
of sore throat and in lifeless objects. 

The modern germ theory of disease, upon which the 
charge against me was based, was formulated by M. 
Pasteur, a French chemist. It was an evolution of the 
folk-lore of the Gloucestershire dairy-maids which was 
pevularized by Edward Jenner. This in turn was the 
outcome of the weird practice of inoculation common 
among Turkish peasants a couple of centuries ago—a 
practice which had itself been derived from a Hindu 
smallpox superstition which goes back to the misty era 
of past ages when invisible devils and hobgoblins and 
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eye’? were supposed to be the originators of every human 
disease. The germ theory is the most old-fashioned. 
tradition of the heathen world. (Applause and laughter.) 

This craze for finding the germ origin of every disease is_ 
well illustrated in the case of swine fever. Its origin has | 
been attributed to no less than 15 germs in succession, 
every one of them proved scientifically to be the real, | 
genuine thing, and now science has reached the conclusion | 
that none of these alleged germs is genuine, but that the 
real one must be a filter-passer, which the most powerful | 
microscope in the world cannot discover, and therefore, | 
one which nobody has ever seen or is ever likely to see. 
(Laughter.) Science declines to consider the ae 
sense fact that with wholesome pigstyes and a sanitary 
environment swine fever cannot get a look in. (Applause.) 

THE ANTI-VIVISECTION VIEW. 7) 

This is known as the anti-vivisectionist point of view. 
All these inoculation treatments are based upon the most | 
cruel experiments on animals, and necessitate whole 
menageries of animals kept for the purpose of testing 
We object to the cruelty that is involved, but we | 
can also prove that out of it comes no good to mankind, | 
but harm. Anti-vivisection is not only love for animals— | 
it is a sane and rational system, a belief in all that is good 
in medicine and surgery but a disbelief in modern fads 
which arise in the vivisection laboratory and do not 
fit the facts observed at the bedside of human patients. 
(Hear, hear.) 

This is the anti-vivisection that is growing so rapidly 
that it has inspired fear among our medical rulers, so 
that at a recent Congress in Ottawa, British and Canadian 
medical men were urged to combine to “‘fight anti-vivi- 
They began by fighting me and they were 
beaten. (Loud cheers.) They are now after a parent 
in Canada who would not allow antitoxin to be used on 
his child, because he knew of several deaths that had 
been caused by it, and I understand he is charged with 
manslaughter; and it is a remarkable coincidence that a 
town in Alaska which nobody can get at except by dog 
sledges, and from which any scare can therefore be started 
with absolute impunity, is said to be in danger of extinc- | 
tion from diphtheria—an unheard of thing!—and the 
solitary medical man there, instead of thinking, and 
treating his patients naturally, is frantically calling for 
antitoxin by aeroplane! (Laughter.) I don’t believe 
a word of it. I have travelled across America from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific twice over, and I know how largely 
the American Press is in the hands of the serum manu- 
facturers. It is only a newspaper stunt. 

WHAT A DOCTOR MAY DARE. 

The medical profession during my trial was divided 
into two camps. The one desired me to be convicted 
because I was a nuisance, and the other was terrified lest 
I should be convicted, for they realised that my conviction 
would mean an end to medical liberty. When the 
verdict of the jury was known, the majority rejoiced; 
but the minority held up its hands in pious horror, and 
cried, ‘Good heavens! why, the verdict means that any 
doctor will be able to do as he likes!’’ (Laughter.) The 
only other part of the world where I found that sentiment 
expressed was in an editorial article on my trial published 
by an advanced editor in a Chinese newspaper. (Renewed 
laughter.) 

Sir William Willcox actually went so far as to declare 
that a man who doesn’t believe in a certain treatment 
ought to give his patients the chance of it by recommend- 
ing them to somebody more orthodox than himself. 
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Did ever you hear such sublime logic? and to emanate 
too from the lips of the medical adviser to the Home 
‘Office! A man is expected to do despite to the dictates 
‘of his own conscience in order to comply with the current 
‘fashion of the time. 

But my opponents do not fight fair; they don’t play 
the game. Right the way through I have had to contend 
with every form of misrepresentation by unscrupulous 
opponents. Most of you have no doubt seen that since 
the trial I have been obliged to compel one medical man 
to publish a public apology for declaring that I had been 
surreptitiously vaccinated by another medical man 
during the smallpox scare. It took me years to run that 
widely circulated libel to earth. The stupidity of the 
libel is apparent, for had I wished to protect myself in 
this silly manner I should hardly go to an enemy to do 
it for me. I should have vaccinated myself. (Laughter 
and cheers.) Another medical man remarked to a medical 
friend who is on this platform to-night: ‘‘Of course, it 
is Hadwen’s living”; I had an anonymous postcard 
some three or four weeks ago, in which a medical man 
wrote, ‘You old humbug, you know you get fifteen 
hundred a year from the Anti-vaccination League for what 
you do.” Fancy the poor Anti-vaccination League 
offering me fifteen hundred a year! (Laughter.) Let me at 
once say, that it has always been the proudest boast of 
my life that I have fought my battles without ever having 
put a single halfpenny of pay or reward of any kind into 
my pocket. (Loud applause.) The Societies I work for 
are rich in loyalty, sterling in their zeal and earnestness, 
proud in their ideals, but poor in their funds. But even 
were they wealthy I should still feel it the greatest honour 
to say with the Apostle Paul: ‘‘ These hands have minis- 
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tered unto my necessities and 1 would not be beholden 
unto any of you.” (Renewed applause.) 

When I went into this recent fight for the maintenance 
of personal and medical liberty to maintain the right to 
think and act for myself, I knew that it meant months of 
anxiety and strain and a cost of some thousands of pounds, 
which I should probably have to bear alone. 

Your sympathy and loyalty helped me in the strain, 
your marvellous liberality freed me entirely of the burden 
of cost. I am still your unpaid servant, and the memory 
of your love will be my reward for all that I may yet hope 
to do in the field that lies before me. (Continued 
applause.) 

Our battle against wrong, our struggle for liberty both 
for ourselves and others is a battle of sacrifice and unsel- 
fishness against the most selfish of creeds in Christendom. 
Our claim is that right is greater than might; that the 
work of evil cannot be the foundation of good; that the 
defenceless and the weak must not be exploited by the 
strong, and even though we may be few against the many, 
nevertheless, as James Russell Lowell wrote :— 

‘*They are slaves who will not choose 
Hatred, scoffing and abuse, 
Rather than in silence shrink 
From the truth they needs must think. 
They are slaves who dare not be 
In the right with two or three.” 

As the speaker resumed his seat there was prolonged 
applause, the audience rising and giving loud cheers, 
followed by the singing of ‘‘For he’s a jolly good fellow” 
and further cheers. The Chairman thanked the several 
speakers and Dr. Gertrude Best for her beautiful rendering 
on the organ, and the meeting closed. 


BOLTON. 
Mrs. Vannan, being unable herself to attend the Queen’s Hall 

Meeting in London, very kindly paid the expenses of a delegate, 

and the Branch was represented by its hon. secretary, Miss 

Occleshaw. 

CHISWICK. 

The Chiswick Times of February 6 commented favourably on 
the local Branch Report, just issued. Branch secretaries are 
urged always to send their reports (if printed and not typewritten) 

_to their newspapers, 
COLWYN. 

The whist drive held recently at Roberts’ Café was a great 
success, and enabled Mr..C. E. Howe, our local chairman, to 
speak of the good work done by the British Union. 

HOVE. 

The Hove and District Branch is greatly indebted to Miss 
Sibyl Carter (one of the Committee) for arranging a most 
enjoyable and successful musical and dramatic entertainment at 
the Little Vic Theatre on January 7. There was a crowded 
audience. The Hon. Lady Henniker-Heaton opened the concert 
with a bright and encouraging address. The following talented 
artistes kindly gave their services:—Mrs. Maud Stewart-Baxter 
(violin solos), Mr. Mark Ambient (recitations), Mr. Agostino 
Pellegrini (songs), Mr. Herbert Sparling (selected items), Mr. 
Douglas Fraser (pianoforte solos), at the piano Madame Marie 
Horne. The entertainment concluded with Hugh Mytton’s 
most amusing play, ““Tanks.” The characters were admirably 
portrayed by Miss Sibyl Carter, Miss Beryl Carter, Captain Harold 
Eden and Mr. Douglas Fraser. After defraying all expenses there 

was a balance of £21 16s. 8d. The Committee tender their most 
hearty thanks to Miss Sibyl Carter and to all the artistes for their 
valuable help to the Society. 
MANCHESTER. 

We regret to record the death of Mr. J. Lang, for over 25 years 
Secretary of the R.S.P.C.A. in Manchester. He was consistently 
opposed to vivisection and had always cordially co-operated with 


Mr. Middleton, who attended the funeral as representing our Branch. 

A copy of the ABOLITIONIST and a letter have been sent to each 
member of the City Council, to the Salford Council, the Board of 
Guardians, and to Editors of newspapers. This involved a vast 
amount of work in advance, as the Councillors and Guardians 
number over 300. 

The Council for Protection of Animals, which meets in the 
British Union Offices, and has many representatives of the British 
Union. amongst its members, has been active in opposing rodeo 
and performing animal turns, and especially in the campaign for 
the Abolition of the Horse Butchery Traffic. 

Our Manchester and Salford British Union Committee have 
gone to much trouble and expense in drafting and inserting adver- 
tisements in various newspapers in the North, dealing with British 
Union publications and Dr. Hadwen’s pamphlets on Vaccines, 
Serums and Vivisection, also advertising the great meeting and 
speakers in London. Many people who admire the splendid work 
and fairness of the Jlanchester Guardian will be surprised to learn 
that the Editor refused to accept our advertisements, unless Mr. 
Middleton deleted a line which stated that “ Vivisection involved 
cruelty and danger to childven and animals.” On our Secretary 
asking for an interview, this was refused. Mr. Middleton then 
sent in a courteous but firm protest and asked the editor whether 
he challenged the accuracy of our statement. A reply was received 


| that the editor did not consider it right to publish such a statement. 


We also regret to state that the Manchester Guardian did not 
report the splendid meeting held in London on February 6. We 
are glad to see that Tvuth made striking comments on the childish 
and still less excusable boycott by sections of the London Press. 

Correspondence has taken place between Mr. Middleton and 
Messrs. Shirley’s regarding their recommendation of vaccines 
for distemper. 

A special campaign (educational), is now running, and already 
new members are enrolling. 

Resolutions of appreciation have been sent to the editor and 
proprietors of the Nineteenth Century and After for admitting the 
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splendid article by Dr. Snow on the “Vivisection of Dogs” into 
its January number; and to the editor and proprietors of Truth 
for their magnificent stand regarding Dr. Hadwen. 

Our Northern Branch has received permission from Dr. Snow, 
and from the Nineteenth Century and After, to reprint his article. 
Any special donations towards the cost of this will be gratefully 
acknowledged. 

We are AifA to state that Mr. Haydon Leggett, F.R.C.V.S., 
has kindly consented to become one of our Vice-Presidents. Mr. 
and Mrs. Leggett deeply appreciate the work of Dr. Hadwen. 

The Manchester Guardian of January 28 reported the following 
resolution adopted at a recent meeting of the Branch :— _ 

“This meeting desires to call the attention of the Minister of 
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Health to the increasing tendency of certain medical department 
and officials, in conjunction with sections of the Press and th 
firms who manufacture and sell vaccines and serums, to creat 
scares concerning mild outbreaks of various diseases. We urgi 
the Minister to safeguard the religious and civil rights of that large 
and increasing body of electors who refuse to have unclean an¢ 
dangerous vaccines and serums foisted upon them.” : 
GOOD WORK ABROAD. 

Mr. Leslie Oates, a member of our Birmingham Branch, being 
in Malta, took the occasion to do some propaganda, and while 
there published a pamphlet, of which he has kindly sent us a 
supply. He states that it caused many inquiries to be addressed 
to him. 


BRANCH 


BEXHILL. 

On January 14 Mrs. Pratt was the speaker at a drawing-room 

meeting held at the residence of Mrs. Hollindale. 
BIRMINGHAM. 

On January 23 Miss ISidd spoke on Dr. Hadwen’s Trial and its 
Lessons at a meeting organised by our Birmingham Branch at 
the Selly Oak Institute. Mr. Whatley presided. 

; BLACKHEATH. 

On January 15 the Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the Women’s 
Radical Club, Labour Section, and on January 16 he spoke to 
the Women’s Section of the Woolwich Labour Party. 

On February 3 he spoke to the Welling Women’s Co-operative 
Branch and on February 11 to their Shooter’s Hill Guild. 

On February 5 Miss Crofton gave an address on ‘Florence 
Nightingale and Anti-inoculation” to the Women’s Radical 
Club, Labour Section. 

BOLTON. 

A meeting of our local Branch was held on January 27, and 

presided over by Mr. J. Hitchen. 
FINCHLEY. 

The Finchley Press of January 23 reported a lantern lecture on 
“Dogs,” given by the lecturer of the Canine Defence League 
through our local hon. secretary’s arrangement; another by 
Miss Violet Wood, on “ Kindness to Animals,” was reported on 
February 13. 

GLASGOW. 

Meetings are held at 14, Newton Terrace every Thursday at 
8 p.m., when Mr. Herbert Brown lectures on Anti-Vivisection 
under the auspices of the Scottish A.V. Society. 

GRANTHAM. 

On the afternoon of January 29 Miss Kidd spoke at a meeting 
in Grantham, Miss Lawrence having very kindly lent her drawing- 
room. Mrs. Winter, through whose excellent work the meeting 
had been arranged, presided over a good attendance. The Rev. 
—. Millard, one of the audience, spoke in support. There are 
prospects of forming a Branch in the near future. 

GUILDFORD. 

On February 8 Mr. Roy Horniman addressed a large audience of 
the Labour Party at Guildford. The meeting was arranged by 
our local Branch. Mr. Horniman’s address, which lasted an 
hour and a quarter, was much appreciated and was followed by a 
keen discussion. 

ISLE OF WIGHT. 

By kind permission of Mrs. Donnelly, a successful drawing-room 
meeting was held at ‘‘Hauteville,” High Park, Ryde, on January 
28. Excellent arrangements were made by Miss Stirling, assisted 
by Mr. P. Donnelly. Major Dennis,.C.C.; was chairman, and Mr. 
Maurice Toms the speaker. New members joined the Branch. 
Tea was served at the close of the meeting. 

It is hoped that members of the Branch will kindly arrange 
drawing-room and garden meetings during the year, as much 
good work can be done for the cause by this means. 

LEWES. 

On February 12 a meeting was held in Lewes Town Hall, and was 
presided over by Miss Nancy Dairymple. Mr. Roy Horniman 
gave a vigorous speech. Mr. Beaumont reported that the Branch, 
which was only a little over a year old, had already nearly 200 
members. The meeting was reported in the Sussex Express of 
February 13, the East Sussex News and the County Herald. 

LINCOLN. 

On January 29 Miss Kidd spoke at a meeting at the Friends’ 
Meeting House, Lincoln, the Rev. J. Lionel Tayler presiding. 
Unfortunately very inclement weather prevented a large attendance. 

LONDON. 

On February 14 Miss Kidd spoke on “‘Vivisection” to the 
Bermondsey and Rotherhithe Christian Workers at their weekly 
prayer meeting. The chair was taken by Mr. Alexander Brown, 
who strongly supported the speaker. 


MEETINGS. 


LYTHAM. 

On February 5 Mr. Middleton spoke at a Public Meeting in the 
Parish Lecture Hall under the auspices of the Girls’ Friendly 
Society and the Animal Welfare Week Council. The Vicar 
presided, supported by the Rev. A. Golland and Mr. McIsaacs. Mr. 
Middleton dealt with all forms of cruelty, including vivisection. 

MANCHESTER. : 

On December 11 a meeting was held in the Branch Rooms, 
Councillor Hallowell presiding, and on January 8 another meeting 
of representatives took place. 

On January 22 Mr. F. E. Cox, A.M.1.C.E., gave an address 
on “The Failure of Vaccines, as proved by Statistics.” Mr. 
J. T. Egerton presided. The lecture was illustrated by charts. 

On January 26 a well-attended meeting of humane workers” 
was held in Wellington Chambers, Mr. Middleton presiding, 
The topic for discussion was the ‘‘Decrepit Horse Traffic and its” 
Relation to Vivisection.” | 

On February 1 Mr. Middleton gave an address to the Stockport 
Theosophical Society, Miss Codman presiding. The subject was 
“Edward Carpenter’s Message to Humanity.” Booklets on 
Vivisection, by Edward Carpenter, were on sale, and, by the 
kindness of a friend, the lecturer was presented with a portrait ) 
of his subject. A report appeared in the Stockport Express. 

On February 4 the Ladies’ Group Meeting took place in the 
Victoria Street Rooms, Mrs. Platt, Miss Hallowell and other 
friends rendering good service. 

On February 12, Manchester and District representatives held 
a meeting under the chairmanship of Councillor Hallowell. Reports 
were given of good work done by Miss Hallowell, Miss Dorsett, 
Mrs. Middleton, Miss Hewitt, Mrs. Cadman and others, and Mr. 
Egerton’s letters to the Press were highly appreciated. 

MIDDLESBROUGH. 

Our Local Branch held a public meeting in the Wesley Hall on 
February 11, when the speaker was Mr. J. T. Biggs, of Leicester. 
The subject of the evening was “‘ Vaccination.” : 

The meeting was a decided success. Powerful speeches showing 
the fallacy of vaccination were made by Mr. Biggs and Mr. 
Trobridge, while the chairman, Ald. Kedward, gave some sound 
advice to those present. Literature was distributed and new 
members enrolled. Several members of the Town Council were 
present. Good reports appeared in the local press. | 

The Annual Meeting of the Branch will be held on Wednesday, 
March 4, in Y.M.C.A. Lecture Room at 7.30 p-m. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

On February 1 Mr. Fraser Hewes paid his second visit to the 
Men’s Institute of Halifax Place Mission. The title of his address 
was “‘The Greatest Thing on Earth.” 

PERTH, AUSTRALIA. 

The first public meeting held by our West Australian Branch’ 
took place in December, when Mr. Tennyson Smith, who has 
done splendid service to the Cause during his five years’ temperance 
tour in Australia, was the speaker. A number of new members 
were gained and the meeting led to newspaper correspondence. 

READING. 

Mr. A. J. Marriott continues to do good work by addressin 
meetings wherever an opportunity presents itself. On F ebruary 
he addressed the Holybrook Adult School, giving his audience an 
account of the Queen’s Hall Meeting. 

WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of February 14 had a long report of the 
Annual Meeting of our Worthing Branch, held in the Theosophical 
Society’s Hall on February 11. In the absence of Mr. Hayes 
Marshall through illness, Mr. Maurice Toms took the chair, and 
Miss Kidd gave an address. A message of sympathy and appre- 
ciation of his services was sent to Mr. Hayes Marshall, and Mrs. 
Heriot was congratulated on the growth of the Branch, which has 
a membership of over 500. After the meeting, tea was kindly 
served by Mrs. Darmer. 
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WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 


POLICY OF THE BRITISH ‘UNION. 


To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 


by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, tothe neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small 
but influential body of men, who must be carefully 
distinguished from doctors, few of whom have any 
acquaintance with it. 


demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
eompromise of any kind. 


THE LAST WORDS OF ITS FOUNDRESS. 


‘*To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 

“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 
Autobiography of F, P. COBBE. 


FORM OF BEQUEST. 
To those who may be inclined to become Benefactors by Will to this Society the following form is respectfully suggested :— 


I bequeath unto the Society called THE BritTisH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION, which has or had 


offices at 32, Charing Cross, London, the sum of 


free of Legacy Duty, and I direct that the same shall be paid to the Treasurer for the time being of such 


last mentioned Societv. 
[N.B.—The term ‘* British’ 


add the address as well as the name of the Society. ] 


By virtue of the Act of 1 Victoria, cap. 26, 
by two witnesses in the presence of the Testator and of each other. 


Life Members, £5. 


TERMS OF MEMBERSHIP. 
Annual Members, 10s. and upwards. 


is absolutely essential ; and to secure the fulfilment of the testator’s wishes it is advisable to 


all Wills and Codicils must be in writing, signed by the Testator, and attested 


Associates, 5s. and 2s. 6d. 


Subscription to THE ABOLITIONIST, 2s. 6d. per annum, post free. 
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By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


URING the course of my trial for manslaughter, 
every metropolitan and provincial newspaper 
drew attention to the fact that the London 
Insurance Committee had charged a nameless 

panel practitioner with “ gross negligence”’ for not having 
taken a swab in a case of alleged diphtheria, and the 
Ministry of Health was requested to remove the doctor’s 
name from the list of panel practitioners, as, in their 
opinion, ‘“‘it would be prejudicial to the efficiency of 
‘the medical service of the insured” if it were allowed to 
remain. 

- The doctor, it appears, had attended this patient for 
tonsillitis on two previous occasions and he recovered; 
‘but this time diphtheria supervened and the patient, 
‘who was able to walk about and attend the doctor’s 
surgery, was subsequently removed to an Isolation 
Hospital, where he speedily died. It is not stated what 
treatment was adopted at the Hospital, but we may take 
for granted he was antitoxined. 

In view of the grave charge made against the panel 
“practitioner by the London Insurance Committee, the 
‘Minister of Health appointed a special Committee of 


: 


Inquiry to investigate the case, consisting of a barrister 
as chairman and two independent medical men. The 
result of the inquiry was that the Committee declared 
that the panel practitioner, far from being guilty of 
‘*sross negligence,”’ had “‘exercised great care,’’ as proved 
by the number of visits he paid, but they admitted that 
he may have committed an error of judgment in not 
having recognised diphtheria at an earlier stage, and 
added: 

“it is impossible to state with certainty whether a swab taken at 
the appropriate time would have given a sure indication of the 
presence of diphtheria, but we can only describe as unfortunate 
that the respondent, in his persistent diagnosis of tonsillitis, did 
not adopt this further test for the purpose of checking his opinion.” 

Nevertheless, the Committee concluded: 

‘In our opinion, the charge of gross negligence wholly fails. . . . 
We think that the complainants [the London Insurance Com- 
mittee] were not justified in making their representation and thus 
| putting in motion the machinery which involved the inquiry 


held by us. In pursuance of this view, we recommend that the 
complainants be ordered to pay to the respondent his taxed costs 
of the inquiry.” 

Thus the doctor was acquitted by the Special Committee 
set up by the Minister of Health. 


50 


But the latter, or rather the medical bureaucrats 
behind him, for it is quite likely that Mr. Neville 
Chamberlain knew nothing at all about it, was far from 
satisfied with the result of the Inquiry and forwarded a 
letter to the London Insurance Committee. He agreed 
that the findings contained in the Report of the Special 
Committee he had appointed 


“do not justify the conclusion that the practitioner’s continuance 
on the list would be prejudicial to the efficiency of the service,” 
but the symptoms “‘ were such as should have suggested the presence 
of diphtheria to any practitioner exercising a reasonable degree 
of care and skill in his attendance on the patient with sufficient 
force to make it incumbent upon him to take such steps as were 
reasonably open to him to ascertain whether he was justified in 
his view that the case was not one of diphtheria. The Minister 
is therefore of opinion that in omitting to take such steps, the doctor 
failed to take precautions which any reasonably prudent medical 
practitioner would have taken.” 


These ‘‘steps,”” which the medical practitioner should 
have taken, were, of course, taking a swab and giving 
antitoxin (it is to be noted that he was not averse from 
doing either, but in view of his diagnosis he did not 
consider it necessary), but the medical bureaucrats of 
the Ministry of Health, through their chief, were, appar- 
ently, anxious to get their own back in view of the severe 
shock they had received by the result of my trial. So 
the Minister of Health, in spite of the fact that the doctor 
was fully acquitted, imposed a fine of £20 which is to be 
deducted from his remuneration! 

The ground for this autocratic action is declared to be 
that the practitioner had not reached ‘“‘the standard of 
treatment”? which he “may reasonably be expected to 
provide for his patients.” 


Thus, having failed to convict me as a criminal for 
declining to take a swab or to use antitoxin, the bureaucrats 
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of Whitehall seek to find a way out through a back door | 
by calling into requisition the autocratic power of the | 
Minister of Health and penalising another man who has | 
failed to adopt the fashionable cult of the modern | 
bacteriologist ! | 


Dog Gortu 


HE American Journal of Physiology for | 
October, 1924, contained an article on | 
“The Effect of Adrenalin and Phloridzin 
on the Excretion of Phosphate,” the | 
authors of which are three vivisectors of 
the University of Toronto. This home of 
the discovery of insulin seems to be a 

great centre for torturing dogs. In connection with this 

particular research they are kept fasting for many days | 

“in order to avoid the influence of food.” We read: | 
“The animals were catheterized at three-hour intervals during | 


the day. . . Fifty c.c. of water were given by stomach tube | 
at the beginning of each day-period, and 150 c.c. at night.” 


This is their substitute for food and drink, which every 
captive animal has a right to expect! 
“Adrenalin and phloridzin were given subcutaneously in single 
and repeated doses, and on one occasion adrenalin and insulin.” 
We read of “Dog H, a small female terrier weighing 


| given olive oil.” 
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By this act the Ministry of Health is likely to stir a 
hornets’ nest in a quarter little expected. The Times 
reports that a new principle is involved and that the 
British Medical Association is going to “take it up with 
the Ministry of Health,” for it is outrageous, when a 
Court composed of an experienced lawyer and two inde- 
pendent doctors appointed by the Ministry of Health 
itself deliberately states that there should have been no 
indictment, that the Ministry should then say that, 
though the accused doctor is not guilty, it is going to 
fine him! x 

The Times says:— q 

“Perhaps before saying anything more, it would be well for us| 
to ask the Ministry whether there is something behind this, which 
is not visible at present.” ‘| 

It is quite clear what is behind it. The Whitehall 
medical bureaucrats wish to reverse the judgment of the 
Gloucester Assize Court, which definitely decided the 
right to medical liberty on the part of every fully qualified 
medical practitioner, and they would use the Minister of. 
Health as a tool for their purpose. Sir William Willcox 
and the officials behind him were soundly beaten, and they 
desire to have their revenge by making swab-taking and 
antitoxin administration compulsory in every case of 
sore throat; and they have the whole chemical manu- 
facturing world supporting them. : 

Let them do their worst: I for one will never submit to 
such attempted official despotism. I have proved con- 
clusively the absurdity of swab-taking, seeing that the 
alleged diphtheria germ can be found in all kinds of 
sore throats, in healthy throats, and in inanimate objects, 
and that it is absent in a large proportion of cases of 
genuine diphtheria, and I positively refuse either to 
take a swab or to administer the dangerous concoction 
manufactured on the basis of this ridiculous fallacy. 
Were I fined outright I should refuse to pay; and if the i 
mean course were adopted of stopping the fine out of my 
remuneration, I should immediately enter an action at 
law against the Minister of Health to recover it. To such 
iniquity and injustice I am determined never to submit. 1 
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5°2 kgm. at the beginning of the experiment.’ What she 
weighed at the end is not stated, but we are told that on 
the sixth day “the phosphate excretion . . . showed the 
decrease which normally occurs in the course of starvation.” 

Dog I, another female terrier, was fasted for 12 days. She ; 
had ‘‘a slight tenderness at the site of the injections,”” 
which were constantly made. This unfortunate little 
creature was not having her first experience, for a 
a ee is made with a previous experiment upon 

er. * 

“Dog J, a fat spaniel weighing 12 kilograms.” He was 
not likely to remain fat, for he was fasted for 17 days! 
But there was this slight break: 


“The fast was continued except that on May 26 the dog was 


Presumably the sickening draught was administered by | 
stomach-tube, though this is not stated. We are not 
told what became of the dogs in the end. 
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VIVISECTION PROPAGANDA BY WIRELESS. 


FE publish the following cor- 
respondence, which has re- 
cently passed between the 
Secretary of the British 
Union and the _ British 
Broadcasting Company, in 
the hope that it will put 
our members on the alert, 
and lead them to inform us, 
giving exact details and 
date, of any vivisectionist propaganda which may offend 


in.” 
FROM THE BRITISH UNION. 
32, Charing Cross, $.W.1. 
February 16, 1925. 
Messrs. The British Broadcasting Co., Ltd. 
‘DEAR SIR,— 

My Committee had under consideration, on February 12, certain 
complaints which had been made by many persons respecting the 
dissemination by your Company of appeals urging the advisability 
of “Research,” asseverations concerning the value of Pasteurism 
in its various forms, claims of the alleged cure of hydrophobia, 
the germ theory of disease, etc. ; the dissemination in fact of views 
of a highly controversial nature, which are opposed by an exceed- 
ingly large body of intelligent and scientific persons, including 
‘many medical men. 

It is generally understood that your Company claims only to 
broadcast non-controversial matter, and if it is determined to 
propagate disputed medical theories in this way, under the guise 


of safeguarding health, my Committee claim that the other side | 


should have the opportunity of propagating their views also. 
If, however, your Company claims to be neutral, my Committee 
asks that such matters should in future be excluded altogether. 
I am, yours faithfully, 
BEATRICE E. KIDD, 
Secretary, British Union for Abolition of Vivisection. 


FROM THE B.B.C. 
2, Savoy Hill, 
Victoria Embankment, W.C.2. 
February 18, 1925. 
|DrEaR MADAM,— 

We have received your letter of February 16, but are unable to 
‘recognise the asseverations of which you complain as having 
(formed part of any Talks given under the auspices of this Company. 
\If you would kindly forward the necessary particulars, we might 
|be able to deal further with the complaint. 

All our Talks on the subject of Health are arranged for us by 
‘the Ministry of Health. As far as possible we avoid controversial 
topics of every kind. 

Yours faithfully, 
For the British Broapcastinc Co., Ltp., 
J. C. STOBART, 
Director of Education. 


FROM THE BRITISH UNION. 
February 24, 1925. 
Dear Sir,— 

I have been trying to collect evidence concerning the complaint 
in my letter of February 16, but while it is very easy to find people 
who say they have heard vivisectionist propaganda broadcasted, 
it is not so easy to get them to give the actual details and date. 
Without waiting further, therefore, I will give you one instance. 
On February 9 there was a talk on “Distemper” by the Editor of 
the Field, by which it was hoped, no doubt, to obtain money for 
conducting experiments on dogs. 
Pasteur had cured hydrophobia, a claim which can only be sup- 

ported by statistics which Professor Karl Pearson and others 
declare to be totally unreliable. The Ministry of Health is a 
hotbed, not of ‘controversial topics,” but of bigoted and one- 
sided dogma rendered non-controversial by the easy method of 
boycotting and suppressing every differing opinion. 
I am, yours faithfully, 
Beatrice E. Kipp. 


their ears when they indulge in the pastime of “listening _ 


The speaker explained how | 


FROM THE B.B.C. 
DEaR MADAM,— 

I have your letter of February 24, and note your statement that 
‘““while it is very easy to find people who say that they have heard 
vivisectionist propaganda broadcasted, it is not so easy to get 
them to give the actual details and date.” It is, in fact, impossible 
since there has been no such propaganda broadcast. It is always 
easy to find people who make unsupported allegations. 

I have again looked carefully through the manuscript of Sir 
Theodore Cook’s talk on ‘‘Dogs.” The whole article is full 
of sympathy and love of animals. There is no warrant for your 
statement that the speaker explained how Pasteur had cured 
hydrophobia, and no trace of vivisectionist propaganda in the 
whole article. I trust you will see your way to withdraw the 
allegations which you quoted, but are unable to substantiate. 


Yours faithfully, 
For the BRITISH BROADCASTING Co., LTD.,: 
J. C. SToparr. 


FROM THE BRITISH UNION. 
March 4, 1925. 
DEAR SIR,— 

Absence on a short lecturing tour prevented my replying earlier 
to your letter of February 28, in which you ask me to “withdraw 
the allegations” I had made in reference to complaints, received 
by me and reported to you, of the broadcasting of vivisectionist 
teaching. 

The fact that I could only give the date of one example does not 
dispose of the allegations at all. I note that you hold MSS. of the 
“talks” broadcasted. If you could see your way to lend me all 
the MSS. passed by the Ministry of Health, in confidence, for a 
couple of days, I should probably have no difficulty in directing 
your attention to examples of vivisectionist teaching contained 
therein. Only in that way could the matter be settled, since I 
myself never listen in, and cannot speak from personal experience, 
but I feel sure my correspondents must have had some ground for 
their complaints. 

Sir Theodore Cook made, I understand, an appeal for financial 
help for a research into the cause of distemper. That research 
will consist of experimentation on dogs, and it will be necessary 
for the experimenter to hold a vivisection licence. ‘‘Sympathy 
and love of animals” have no meaning if they allow the exploitation 
of some animals for the problematical benefit of others, and appeals 


| to sentiment with the object of furthering a vivisectionist scheme, 


involving attempts at the artificial creation of distemper, and tests 
with vaccines upon the selected victims, appear to us as a kind 
of camouflage. Naturally, no vivisectionist would attempt to 
propagate his views and encourage the practice of animal experi- 
mentation by speaking openly of the literal kind of vivisection 
which alone you appear to recognise. But if you were familiar 
with the published controversies between vivisectionists and anti- 
vivisectionists, I think you would recognise as propaganda for 
the former many things which at present appear to you non- 
controversial because they voice the Ministry of Health. I enclose 
one of our leaflets which shows that the Field Distemper Fund has 
already been a subject of controversy. 
I am, yours faithfully, 


BEATRICE E. Kipp. 


FROM THE B.B.C. 
March 5, 1925. 
DEAR MADAM,— 

I have to refer to your letter of March 4, and regret that you are 
not content to accept my assurance that nothing has been broadcast 
from this station in support of the practice of vivisection. 

There is no point in our continuing this correspondence, as it is 
evident that you would easily be able to detect hidden motives in 
almost any one of the Ministry of Health’s pronouncements. The 
only safe course for us to adopt would be to avoid speaking of health 
altogether, whether the health of men or animals, and this is a 
course we do not propose to adopt. We must be content to take the 
words of our speakers at their face value without imputing motives. 


Yours faithfully, 
For the BrITISH BroapcasTinG Co,, LTD., 
J. C. Stopart. 
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FROM THE BRITISH UNION. 
March 13, 1925. 
DEAR SIR,— 

At a Committee Meeting held yesterday I read the recent cor- 
respondence I have had with you about the broadcasting of vivi- 
sectionist propaganda, and I was directed to write and point out 
that it is not a matter of imputing motives, but of the fact that, 
so far as Sir Theodore Cook’s talk was concerned, you did allow a 
plea which, although you may not have known it, was directly 
for research involving vivisection. 
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My Committee are quite assured that definite propaganda on 


behalf of vivisection, inoculation and vaccination is broadcast, 
Only yesterday one of our members referred to a health lecture, 


given some months ago, in which vaccination was declared to be 
the only remedy for smallpox. This, as you know, is a highly 
controversial subject, and it is not necessary to seek for motives 
in order to be convinced of that fact. My Committee trust that 
talks of this nature will be excluded in future. 

[ am, yours faithfully, 


BEATRICE E. Kipp. 


Some very fine articles on Vivisection have been 
appearing in the Paris daily paper Le Petit Comtois. 
From them we learn what a frightful thing vivisection is 


in France, even before students. The writer states that, 
as a pupil of Professor Richet, he was horrified at what 
he was compelled to see some years ago, the experiments 
including the torture of a fox terrier by an injection of 
absinthe, in order to show that it produces convulsions. 
He felt sure that neither he nor his colleagues learnt 
anything by this method that they could not have learnt 
equally well from books. 

But thinking that things might have improved recently, 
he inquired among present-day students, and found that, 
if anything, even more exciting things are done now! 
Second-year students are regularly shown demonstrations 
in suffocation and drowning. Before a class of third- 
year students, in the year 1921, a particularly horrible 
scene was enacted in the vain effort to kill a dog with 
chloroform. The first dog, after a ten-minute struggle 
on the vivisection board, simply refused to die, so a second 
was brought in, and the scene was re-enacted. The writer 
concludes that vivisectors are like morphine maniacs, 
and ought to be under restraint. 

It seems difficult to reconcile the attitude of Professor 
Richet towards vivisection with his denunciation of other 
cruelties, which appeared recently in John Bull. Is it 
camouflage? Or is it merely that the vivisectors’ sensi- 
bilities are so blunted by custom that they are indeed 
maniacs—self-blinded—upon the one subject? 


The St. Malo Scare. 

We sometimes wonder if there exists, in connection 
with the Health Departments of the various Governments, 
or possibly with the League of Nations (always ready to 
oblige Official Medicine) such a thing as a Scare Propa- 
ganda Bureau? Certain it is that scares are vigorously 
fomented, not only in our own country, in connection with 
the mild disorder known as “‘smallpox,’’ but all over the 
world, and—as the case of Alaska shows—on the very 
slightest foundation. Thousands of deaths occur from 
common diseases and nobody is reminded of the fact. 
But a single death from smallpox (the real article) is 
blazoned forth as if a war or an earthquake were of 
considerably less importance. The chemists alone could 
hardly accomplish this. 

One of the latest scares was at St. Malo, where a ship 
brought in a few smallpox cases. There appears to have 
been one death. The newspapers first enjoyed themselves 
hugely over “‘ bubonic plague”; then the equally effective 
scare-word “smallpox”’ appeared, and an orgy of vaccina- 
tion (to which it had all been leading up) ensued. We 
were glad to note that a letter appeared in the Jersey 
Evening Post and Jersey Morning News of February 13, 
deprecating “panic terror” and advising readers to apply 


Antitoxin Does Not Save. | 

At Dr. Hadwen’s trial, all the doctors talked as if 
antitoxin, given early, was practicaily certain to save a 
child from dying of diphtheria, yet five children have 
recently died at the Southmead Infirmary, Bristol, and 
in regard to three of them it is officially acknowledged 
that antitoxin was given immediately upon diagnosis. 
In the two other cases it is said to have been administered 
somewhat late. 


Mr. Stephen Paget on Antitoxin. | 

The Quarterly Report of the Research Defence Society 
is still obviously produced by Mr. Stephen Paget, 
although his name does not appear. Mr. Paget has at 
least achieved the distinction of being able to write in 
a manner which unfailingly leaves his identity revealed 
—that is, when he deals with anti-vivisection. We will 
do him the justice of observing that he drops the pettish 
style when appearing as an ordinary essayist. 

The issue of January, 1925, commences with this 


ingenious reference to Dr. Hadwen’s trial :— 

“Public attention was lately called to the immense value of 
diphtheria antitoxin in the immediate treatment of diphtheria . . . 
public opinion was lately exercised over diphtheria antitoxin.” 

There follows a panegyric upon the nostrum, followed 
by the unsupported statement that the anti-vivisectionists 
““armed themselves with impudent and ridiculous false- 
hoods” and used “platform facts” which were “virtually 
the same as falsehood’’—an accusation which seems to 
merit some of Mr. Paget’s own adjectives. 

As evidence of the value of antitoxin he reports, quite 
inaccurately, that ‘‘there has never been any reversal 
of the general approval, by the whole world, of the 
immediate use of antitoxin in every case of diphtheria. 
. ... What the whole world says is bound to be right.” 
And later on, he supplies his own answer to this assertion. 
Describing the success, for a time, of certain imposters — 
or enthusiasts for strange cults, he writes of one as follows: 

“With every craze one hears the identical argument that there 
must be something in it because it is so widely believed and sup- — 
ported. Perkinism is a remarkably clear-cut demonstration of — 
the falsity of this assumption. . Like an epidemic the craze 
rose and raged and waned, without any apparent reason for its 
course. The only reason for the belief and for the disbelief seems 
to have been the rise and decline of a wave of delusion, and the 
whole history of the process shows how completely judgment can 
be inhibited by mass suggestion. . . The history of Perkins’ 
tractors surely teaches us as clearly as anything can that thousands 


of honest people can believe sincerely in a universal remedy for 
disease which is absolutely worthless.” 


The history of antitoxin for diphtheria teaches the same 
lesson equally clearly—especially when we remember 
the advantage in ‘‘mass suggestion” of the enormous 
powers wielded over Governments and the Press by its — 
advocates—powers far beyond the reach of any Perkins. 
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‘Case Mortality of Diphtheria. 

Dr. Robertson, M.O.H. for Birmingham, states that 
, larger number of cases of diphtheria have been recently 
‘notified, and he attributes this to “the effect of a recent 
prosecution of a medical practitioner in connection with 
3 diphtheria case.’’ While denying the statement that 
‘a diphtheria case’? was the cause of the prosecution of 
Dr. Hadwen (since Nellie Burnham had not diphtheria 
but died of pneumonia), we must point out that the con- 
fession of Dr. Robertson shows the utter unreliability 
of case-mortality figures. What appears certain is this. 
For some years to come, timid doctors will ‘‘take no 
chances,”’ but will notify any throat affection as diphtheria 
in order to be quite secure against a possible charge of 
manslaughter. This will lead to an enormous increase 
in the number of “‘cases,’’ and the death-rate will pro- 
portionately decrease. And then we shall be told that 
antitoxin is bringing the death-rate down. 


Toxin~Antitoxin. 
We note from the Daily Express of March 2 that toxin- 
antitoxin (which caused so many deaths in Texas not 
long ago) is claimed as “‘a new British discovery,” and 
that it is alleged to prevent not only diphtheria but also 
influenza, whooping-cough and other diseases!’ 
~ What is left of the specific germ 
theory? Why hunt for the Klebs 
Loéffler bacillus so carefully, in 
order to ‘‘make the serum fit the 
germ,” if it can be made to fit 
so many things? 


hy 
An Article by Edgar AQVH 
‘Saxon. Fig | 

Mr. Edgar Saxon, inthe Healthy 
Life for February, had a very en- 
tertaining article called “‘ Before 
the Flood,” which contained a 
delightful parable about the . 

people whose rulers“ passed a law, | \\\ A | bbw steno 
compelling all to have pus in- iP} \ Wii RY 
jected into their bodies to prevent f {11 \)) Mail) SA 
pus coming out of their bodies!” [/)|})!)/)\) |WHll| R 

The object of the article was 
to criticise Professor Schafer’s 
recent declaration that doctors who do not agree with the 
fashionable teachings of bacteriology are “either ante- 
diluvian or obscure.”? He quotes Professor Schafer : 

“Tn a recent manslaughter trial, the accused, a doctor, set his 
opinions against the whole weight of modern medical science by 
asserting that germs are not the cause but merely the products of 
disease, and that vaccines are injurious. These astounding state- 


ments may have the effect of influencing people against the use of 
some of the most potent helps science has given us to fight disease.” 


Mr. Saxon adds :-— 

“One would have thought that there was little risk of Dr. 
Hadwen’s ‘astounding statements’ doing much harm, since very 
few of them were allowed to get into the Press reports of the trial. 
This fear of the heretic’s influence is in itself significant.” 

Mr. Saxon points to the way in which eminent and 
orthodox medical men, in spite of Professor Schafer’s 
opinion, are swiftly moving in the direction of the paths 
hewn out for them by the despised ‘antediluvians’”— 
preaching ‘‘Nature cure” doctrines, for instance, while 
fearing to hold out the hand of friendship to naturopaths. 
And he adds, with a delightfully sure touch in description: 

‘‘Meanwhile, Dr. Saleeby flits to and fro between the Heretics 
and the Powers that Be, sucking honey from every flower and 

talking in divers tongues, to the mystification of clear-thinking 
folk, but probably with a net gain for public enlightenment.” 


We 
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“The Versatile Dr. Saleeby.” 
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Insulin for Cancer. 

A Jewish investigator named Silberstein has discovered 
that insulin is good for cancer! According to the Jewish 
Chronicle of March 6, “‘he artificially produced cancer on 
mice, afterwards treating them with insulin. In most 
cases, he reports, the cancer disappeared or the growth 
was arrested.’? Since our cancer researchers have never 
yet produced true cancer in a mouse, it does not matter 
much whether the mouse tumours vanished or not. 
Humanity is not likely to benefit by the new discovery, 
but the insulin industry may benefit greatly. 


Do You Eat Cockroaches? 

The Daily News of March 3 reports as follows :— 

“Following upon the opinion expressed by Dr. Louis Sambon 
at the Pasteur Institute, Paris, and supported by Sir James Cantlie, 
Professor A. M. Lowe, and by other scientists, that the cockroach 
is a cancer agent, the Council of the College of Pestology, of which 
Mr. A. Moore-Hogarth is honorary director, has decided to award 
its Gold Medal for 1925 for original research into this question. 

“ «The cockroach is definitely indicted,’ said Mr. Moore-Hogarth 
to the Daily News yesterday, ‘not only as a carrier of disease, but 
as a causative agent. iets 

This, if it means anything, means that people who get 
cancer must have been eating cockroaches! The idea 
that these insects cause cancer is entirely founded upon 
the cruel experiment of forcing animals to subsist upon 
this loathsome diet, from which 
even rats turn with the utmost 


‘Z| disgust. 


1 Another Dreadful 
Doctor ! 

The Liverpool Post and Mercury 
of March 9 reported sympa- 

thetically :— 
; “A sidelight on the risks that 
‘| medical men run in the pursuit of 

their professional duties is afforded by 
a recent happening in Liverpool. 
Some three weeks ago, Dr. P. G. 
Sheppard was examining the mouth of 
' an infant suffering from diphtheria 
when the child bit one of his fingers. 
A few days later, symptoms of blood- 
poisoning developed, and assumed 
such menacing proportions that one 
of the doctor’s fingers had to be 
amputated.” 


Evidently a hero; but if he had 


| been exposed to the criticism of Sir William Willcox, 


Mr. Vachell, K.C., and certain Gloucester doctors, he 
would have been in some danger of imprisonment for 
using his finger as a tongue depressor! 


Two Dog Books. 


The National Canine Defence League (Victoria Station 


| House, $.W.1) publishes two admirable booklets at 6d. 


each. One is entitled Dog Welfare: A Helpful Book on 
Dog Ailments, and the other How to Keep a House-Dog. 
They are most attractively got up, and each has a pretty 
picture of a dog on the cover. They will be most useful 
to dog-owners, and almost a necessity to those who have 
never kept a dog, but are about to do so. 


The Queen’s Hall Meeting. 

The Queen’s Hall Meeting, while ignored by the Medical 
Press of this country and also by many organs of the 
London Press in which it had been advertised, did not 
escape comment abroad. In the Gazetta di Venezia of 
February 15, for instance, we noticed a long and friendly 
report, evidently sent by the paper’s London representative. 


The Abolitionist. 


HOW TO ANSWER. 


(Continued from February.) 


E now resume our series 
of simple questions and 
answers, beginning with the 
letter R, which we had 
reached. When the series 
is ended, it will be repro- 


use of speakers. 


R. 


(1) Q.—Did not Pasteur 
cure RABIES in dogs? 


A .—Certainly not. He only claimed to have devised 


a method of preventing it. This would involve 
the inoculation of every healthy dog, an imprac- 
ticable suggestion; nevertheless, it has been 
made in certain States of America, for it would 
bring much profit to the manufacturers of the 
vaccine and the officials who would carry it out. 


So far, the vigorous protests of dog-lovers have | 


defeated the proposal, but at any time it may be 
enforced by tyranny. There is no doubt that 


many dogs would be killed thereby, as such | 


fatalities have already occurred. 


a dog has rabies or not? 


A .—There is no reliable test. Certain bodies called 


““negri bodies” may be found in the dogs’ brains, 
and this has been used as a proof that the dogs 
were rabid. But the late Dr. Stillman, a doctor 
who ran a large Humane Society in America, 
once devised a plot to test the ‘‘test”’ itself. He 
sent the head of a harmless little dog to Cornell 
College, Albany, to be tested. The official pro- 
nouncement was returned that it had died of rabies! 
Dr. Stillman then offered to take charge of every 
living dog declared rabid by the Department of 
Agriculture, to see whether any symptoms oi 
the disease appeared; the result of this offer 
was that no more cases were reported! 


(1) Q@.—Has not the ROCKEFELLER INSTITUTE 


done much to further medical science ? 


A .—That Institute and all its offshoots have provided 


a hell for animals and fortunes for experimenters 
without benefiting mankind in the least. Dr. 
Flexner, the head of the Institute in New York, 
receives £15,000 a year. The British Medical 
Journal itself has deplored the “striving after 
sensationalism” produced by the hustling of the 
Rockefeller investigators to make discoveries. 
While poor old Mr. Rockefeller’s money is wasted in 
thisway, he himself employs an anti-vivisectionist 
as his own doctor! (Dr. Hamilton Fisk Biggar.) 


(2) Q.—Were not certain affidavits made about 


cruelty in the New York Institute, and did 
not the Research Defence Society prove them 
to be incorrect ? 


A .—These affidavits were the sworn evidence of persons 


who had been employed in the Institute. The 
Research Defence Society sneered at the chief 
witness, a Mrs. Kennedy, because she had been 
‘a scrub-woman.” That only made the more 
remarkable her accurate knowledge of the interior 


duced as a pamphlet for the | 


(2) Q.—Is not a test necessary to discover whether | 


(3) Q.—How do the experimenters’ own accounts” 


A.—Here is a sample. It is one of the difficulties of 


t 
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of a laboratory and the details of experiments, 
which could only have been described by an eye- 
witness. In fact, her evidence gave an exact 
picture of the impression which an ignorant 
lay person would derive from spectacles which a 
scientist would describe in different terms but 
with the same revelation of animal suffering. 
An allegation was also made that she was bribed 
to tell her story. People do not willingly come 
into the public eye as informers, and a recom- 
pense given by those who need the information| 
does not convert the information into a lie. For 
that matter, witnesses at ordinary trials are paid. 
The allegation against the male witnesses was 
that they had been dismissed. Naturally they | 
felt freer to reveal the facts after they had left 
the Institute. 


—$<—_$ = — corr —O rrr ee 


differ from those of these ignorant people 
who reported ? 


anti-vivisection that the vivisectors themselves 
use so many technical terms that, although 
their own reports condemn them, these reports 
are not easily understood by the man in the street. 
This is what Dr. Carrel says about ear-grafting 
(his hobby being to exchange organs and limbs). 

“From a first dog, the right part of the scalp and the 
auricle were extirpated in one mass. .. Ona second dog 
the auricle and a portion of the scalp was extirpated 
and the right part of the neck opened through a longi- 
tudinal incision. ... The new ear was fixed by 
circular suture of its cartilaginous canal to the cartilag- 
inous canal of the host. . . The cutaneous wounds 
united by first intention, but a voluminous abscess under 
the scalp had to be drained eight days after the operation. 

é The animal had some chills and a secondary 
abscess appeared in the left leg. The animal developed 
a slow form of pyemia. . . . He finally died three 
weeks after the operation.” 

To the careful reader, this reveals a pitiful 
history. But the superficial would understand 
more readily Mrs. Kennedy’s style of describing 
things. This is what she swears to, in regard 
to ear-grafting. 

“Dr. Carrel cuts out the ears of dogs. He has to cut 
way down into the neck in order to get out all of the ear. 
He grafts another ear on, going away down into the throat 
to fix it. These dogs are put back in their cages, and 
one dog in his agony had torn off his bandages and torn 
out the grafted ear and all with his paw, and next morn- 
ing when found was bleeding terribly and died... . 
The dogs after ear-grafting are so sick; they leave their 
heads drop, you know. The dog’s eye would become 
so swollen that it would close and the side of the face 
and neck would become rotten . . . the new ear turned 
purple and hard. 

There is a great deal of this plain and simple 
description in the affidavits, which tallies with 
a doctor’s knowledge of what would happen 
after such operations as those performed by Dr. 
Carrel. No anti-vivisectionist from outside could 
possibly have suggested it to these poor people, — 
who described what they had seen. In anti- 
vivisection shops, one often gets somewhat 
similar testimony from people engaged in British 
laboratories, whose livelihood depends upon their 
keeping silence. 


oe ad 
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(1) Q.—What is the RESEARCH DEFENCE. 
SOCIETY? 
A.—It was founded in 1908 to oppose the Anti-vivi- 


section Movement, which it does by copious 
abuse. It is chiefly distinguished by never 
answering anything. It has consistently shirked 
debate, and its chief representative has been 
detected in offering an article to a newspaper 


(Tonbridge Free Press) with the express proviso | 
that a reply article was not to be accepted. It | 
publishes false information for which it never | 


apologises and which it never withdraws. 


(2) Q.—Give an example of false information. 
| A .—One of its leaflets describes an outbreak of small- 


pox at Ossett “‘in a school of 169 children living 
under similar conditions.’ It gives statistics 
showing that the unvaccinated children chiefly 
suffered. There was no such outbreak “‘in a 
school,”’ and the ‘‘similar conditions”’ described 
did not exist. Only one case of smallpox was 
discovered in the school, which was closed on 
the very day of its discovery. The outbreak was 
in the town, and most of the sufferers had been 
vaccinated. The leaflet of the Research Defence 
Society contains other errors concerning this 
matter; the attention of the Society has been 


drawn to them in a correspondence in 7 ruth, after — 
which the leaflet was circulated more than ever. | 


perfecting a particular operation. 


(4) Q.—What is the history of Surgery? 
A.—Such operations as trephining the skull were 


practised in the Stone Age. Surgery was very 
advanced among the ancient Hindus, who made 
models to practise on. Hippocrates (400 B.c.) 
was a great teacher of surgery. Vivisection 
appears to have begun about 330 B.c. in the 
Alexandrian schools. Celsus vigorously con- 
demned it. Galen (130 A.D.) was a vivisector, 
who was accused of using human beings as well 
as pigs. After the fall of Rome, the darkness of 
the Middle Ages put a stop to progress, but 
human vivisection went on in the Italian schools. 
Medicine and surgery revived with the emergence 
of learning and culture after the Middle Ages. 
Finally, a great school of vivisection arose in 
France and Germany and spread to this country 
in the middle of the 19th century, although at 
first the medical profession here, as shown by 
articles in the Lancet and British Medical Journal, 
was utterly opposed to it. Had our medical 
men continued to resist the new fashion, it is 
likely that much greater progress would have been 
made. Surgery advances by natural means. 
Accidents are always occurring, and a great mass 
of information is built up therefrom. Surgeons 


(1) Q.—Is not Vivisection useful to SURGERY? 
A .—Everything useful in surgery has been learnt by | 
other methods. Many people ignorantly suppose 

that every doctor has to practise upon an animal | 

before he dare try his hand upon the human | 


do not need to create experimental conditions, 

for they are always there. 
(1) Q.—Can you prove your case by STATISTICS? 
A Broadly, the success of a method or a remedy can 


subject. There is so little necessity for this that 


it is actually not allowed. One of the clauses 
in the Vivisection Act forbids the practice for 


the purpose of acquiring manipulative (or — 
manual) skill. The young surgeon learns, first, | 


by the careful study of anatomy in dissecting the 
dead human body; second, by watching his seniors 
perform many operations, and then trying his 


hand at unimportant minor operations, gradually | 


reaching the major ones. 


(2) Q.—But what about learning to perform new 


operations ? 


A.—A good answer was supplied by Sir Henry Morris 


to the Royal Commission on Vivisection, 1906-10. 
He was then President of the Royal College of 
Surgeons. He claimed to have been the first 


man to remove stone from the kidney, and he | 


said he had not learnt how to do this by experi- 
ments on animals or anything connected with 
them, but by careful observation of the human 
frame when he was performing operations on the 
liver and neighbouring organs, and by reasoning 
therefrom. 


(3) Q.—Is surgery the same thing, performed upon 


animal or man? 


A.—No, because there are differences in the flow of 


the blood after cutting, in the power of the tissues 
to retain ligatures, and so on. It was for this 
reason that Sir Frederick Treves stated that his 
experiments on the intestines of dogs had misled 
him and rendered him “unfit to deal with the 
human intestine.” It is impossible to compute 
the number of human lives that must have been 
lost through such misleadings. But, naturally, 


be gauged by the decline in the deathrate, per 
million of the population, from the particular 
disease. This is called General Mortality; the 
figures are provided by the Registrar-General. 
There are, however, certain fallacies to be looked 
for, such as attributing to a treatment the result 
of sanitation. This. can be detected by seeing 
whether other similar diseases have declined at 
the same time, without the treatment. Changing 
the name of a disease is another method of 
confusing the statistics. But on the whole, 
general mortality is a fairly safe guide. 

There is another method of presenting statistics 
which is so full of fallacies that it is an unsafe 
guide altogether. This method consists of com- 
paring the number of deaths with the number of 
cases, and is called Case Mortality. It is used 
by the Metropolitan Asylums Board. “Cases”’ 
are artificially increased by including those that 
had no sign of the illness except a germ, and in 
proportion to this artificial increase, the number 
of deaths declines. Thus we find that more 
people are actually dying of a certain disease, 
while the doctors who wish to boast of the effect 
thereon of a certain remedy are able to point to 
a decreased case-mortality. Hearing their 
claims, the public wrongly imagine that the 
disease is under control. 

Another way in which statistics can be manip- 
ulated is by dividing the sufferers into ‘‘classes”’ 
according to age, vaccination, etc. It would be 
as easy to get the result desired by dividing them 
according to their different religions. There are 
always other factors to be considered. 
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OU would be surprised,” said a 
commercial traveller in the serum 
and vaccine interest recently 
to a traveller who deals with 


doctors ask me. ‘They seem to 
know nothing at all about my 
line; I have to instruct them 
in the use of everything.”’ 
The other traveller, 
happened to be an_ anti- 
vivisectionist, reported the 
remark to the Secretary of the 
British Union. Never was 
there a better proof of Dr. Hadwen’s statement made 


who 


mer? eeting: ‘It is the at commercial | Cis ra 
at the Queen’s Hall meeting: “‘It is the great c | every druggist in those cities and towns. 


manufacturing firms who are providing the brains for the 
medical man of to-day.” 

We need not specify all those 
firms; the best-known is one which 
was responsible for some 36,000 ex- = 
periments on animals during 1923 2s 
(the Wellcome Laboratories) as any- 


one examining the latest Inspector’s Your greatest asset 


Returns can discover. The urge for 
vivisection does not originate within 
the medical profession itself. 

_An article which appeared in the 
New York Evening Graphic of Febru- 
ary 28, 1925, is so illuminating 
about the methods which an up-to- 
date germ factory will employ that 
we reproduce it in its entirety. It 
deals with the largest serum manu- 
facturing firm in the United States. 
How far its methods are copied in 
this country we cannot ascertain, 
but we do know that the greatest 
secrecy would be observed about 
them, for employees of British 
manufacturing chemists have on 
several occasions told us that they 
are pledged not to reveal anything 
that goes on within the laboratory 
precincts, and the “propaganda 
department” no doubt has its special 
secrets. But just as the records of 
vivisection are much more open to 
daylight in America than here, so we gain information from 
an enterprising New York newspaper which a British 
editor would probably have thought it wiser to exclude. 
The following is the article :— 


SERUM TRADE BOOMED BY EXPERTS. 
Not One Opportunity is Missed by Big Staff to 
Induce Use of Germ Vaccine. 
“DIPLOMATS” ARE ALWAYS ON JOB. 

The propaganda department of the H. K. Mulford Com- 
pany spreads tis literature throughout most nations of the 
world to boost the sale of medicines, drugs, pills and serums 
for the treatment of illness actual or imaginary. 

A staff of expert publicity workers is constantly on the job 
from Maine to California and from London to far-away Australia. 
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WHY DOCTORS INOCULATE. 


_ posters; talks by special agents whose sole business is to travel the 


country, lecturing to influential bodies and individuals to per- 


_ suade them to use medicines, particularly those of Mulford make. 
| Does “Missionary” Work. 


other goods, “‘at the questions | 


. head of the department of visual education. 


In addition to this propaganda is constantly being spread by 
officials of medical and pharmaceutical organisations that have 
as members Mulford staff employees. 

On the executive floor of the large building at Broad and Wallace 
Streets, Philadelphia, is Charles F. Brown, whose official title is 
Brown has been with 
Mulford’s for many years, and under him is conducted all the 
“educational” and ‘‘missionary” work, as the propaganda is 


| called. 


The entire space on the eighth floor is given over to about two 


' hundred girls, who are busily employed in writing letters and 


mailing Mulford leaflets. 
Letters to Profession. 

In several large cabinets are boxes filled with neatly filed lists, 
arranged state by state and county by county, containing the names 
and addresses of every doctor licensed to practice medicine and 


Alongside these are large baskets filled to overflowing with 


| printed and mimeographed letters addressed to ‘“‘Dear Doctor.” 


HEALTH 


Dont suffer and lose time 
from preventable diseases. 


You canbe protected against 


“TYPHOID FEVER 


_INFLUENZA | 
COMMON COLDS _ 
Consult your Physician 
KEEP WELL 
AND KEEP WORKING 


One Sample of the Hundreds of Thousands 
of posters distributed by the H. K. Mulford Company 
in its vaccine propaganda campaign. 
this are sent to boards of health, boards of education, 

industrial organisations, doctors and druggists. 


These letters contain the news that a cer- 
tain Mulford medicine has been perfected 
in a ‘“‘super-concentrated” form. 

Cost Runs High. 

Then there were piles and piles of little 
pink slips, and blue slips, and folders and 
leaflets lying upon desks where girls are 
busily engaged in folding and inserting 
them in envelopes which a gray-haired 
woman operating a machine addresses by 
the tens of thousands. 

The cost to Mulford’s of this department 
is thousands upon thousands of dollars a 
year. 

The leaflets, pamphlets, letters, etc., 
which Mulford’s issue is estimated by 
Mr. Brown to total several million copies 
a year. 

Besides these folders and leaflets, the 
nature of which will be described in 
Monday’s_ article, this propaganda 
department also mails posters to Boards 
of Health, industrial concerns, doctors 
and druggists advocating and urging 
vaccination against smallpox, diph- 
theria, influenza, and even common colds. 
These are distributed by the organisations 
receiving them. 


“Detail” Men on Job, 

Thousands of these leaflets, posters, 
etc., printed by Mulford and sent out by 
Mulford urging vaccination and other 
treatments are signed “ Board of Health.” 

This signature can apply to any Board 
of Health in the United States. Sent to 
Boards of Health for distribution, the 
Mulford propaganda is spread by these 
official bodies. 

The Mulford Company has more than two hundred carefully 


Posters like 


_ chosen agents stationed at vantage points from Maine to California 


| outbreak of disease. 


The method of spreading propaganda includes the exceedingly . 


efficient distribution of leaflets, pamphlets, booklets, letters and 


and in many foreign lands. These are classed as ‘‘ detail men.” 
They are given certain territories for which they are responsible. 
These men are salesmen whose business it is to visit doctors, 
druggists, Boards of Health, and talk Mulford medicine, Mulford 
pills, Mulford chemical efficiency, Mulford everything in the 
biological and chemical line. 

It is the business of these men to be on a constant lookout for the 
} i For instance, if a case of smallpox breaks 
out in some city in a Western State the agent responsible for that 
territory immediately telegraphs to advise the home office of the 
matter. 
Day and Night Work. 


It doesn’t matter whether the telegram comes at night or during 
the day. There is always an efficient staff ready to take charge. 
_ The department of visual education starts intensive operations 
immediately. From the neatly arranged files the names of all the 
doctors and druggists within the county where the city is located 


ApRIL 1, 1925. 


The Abolitionist. 57 


are taken out. Envelopes are addressed and circulars enclosed which | 


are sent out by the first mail. All the literature in the possession of 
the company picturing the horrors of the disease immediately is sent 
to organisations and individuals. Every one is urged to submit 
_ to vaccination, particularly with Mulford smallpox vaccine. 

Other posters and leaflets are sent to the Boards of Health in 
the city and neighbouring towns in the county. The Boards of 
Education get similar posters. 
them in the most advisable places. Manufacturers are sent 
similar posters with requests that they hang them in conspicuous 
places. 


Save Lives Plea. 

Every one is asked to co-operate in the name of saving human 
lives. 

Lurid posters are hung up and warning leaflets are distributed. 


“Diplomats.” 


The yearly report of the treasurer of the firm records a large 
increase in the sale of smallpox vaccine. 
organisation has been increased and the stock has risen in value. 

Among these 200 men scattered throughout the country to wait 
for just such instances, about 75 are classed as “diplomats.” 

They have scientific facts at their finger tips. They are kept 
in constant touch with the latest medical discoveries. Ifa research 
worker at the Rockefeller Institute comes to the conclusion that 
the matter exuding from the nostrils of a person afflicted by a cold 


can be so fixed by scientific methods that an injection of it into the 


CGhe Grut 


HE following letter lets in a flood of light about 
conditions at Nome. It appeared in the San 


Francisco Daily News of February 7. 
THE NOME EPIDEMIC. 

“Editor Daily News: Reports sent out from Nome seem ¢o 
differ as to whether the epidemic is diphtheria or flu. However, a 
‘musher’ and his dogs have reached Nome several weeks ahead 
of the usual trek over the ice with dogs, and now everyone breathes 
a sigh of relief and says, ‘Nome is saved.’ They may not have the 
serum that fits the case, but at any rate they have something to 
inject into the veins of the patients. 

“As a matter of fact, Gallipoli and a number of other unsanitary 
spots where there were thoroughly serumized soldiers during the 
war had epidemics, just the same. 

“In Nome in 1900, which was long after the use of diphtheria 
serum, people died like flies of an epidemic closely resembling 
flu. The cause was simple—people drank, in many cases, the 
cold, refreshing tundra water which was impregnated with vegetable 
refuse—and is still. Also, the turning over of so much germ- 
laden earth created unhealthy conditions. 

“To forestall another such epidemic, the people put in a water 
system, bringing splendid water from Moonlight Springs, in the 
hills behind Nome. However, when winter came, it was found 
that the pipes froze, so we all had to drink water from Snake River. 

“Snake River is largely fed by tundra surface draining. Refuse 
and filth of various kinds is thrown and drained into it. I have 
never heard that Nome has since built a reservoir for the collection 


‘of pure water to drink during the eight months of freeze-up, and | 


drinking water from Snake River, month in and month out, is 
enough to start any epidemic.”—-M. E. Coe, former editor and 
proprietor Nome Gold Digger. 

It appears also that starvation had something to do 


with the recent “epidemic.’”?> The San Francisco Anti- 


| fact is immediately broadcast by Mulford’s. 


The revenue of the | 


about 


human system will immunise a person against catching cold, that 
A leaflet is written 
on it. Scientific authority is quoted. 

A catechism is written for the “diplomat” consisting of questions 
and answers which he studies and the spreading of this new boon 
to mankind is well on the road. 


| Lectures. 
All are requested to distribute | 


The “diplomat” visits the local Boards of Health, industrial 
heads, schools, Boards of Education, etc., besides the usual run 
of doctors and druggists. He also lectures before societies and 
organisations as opportunity offers. 

To schools and Boards of Education the line of talk runs to the 
saving of children’s lives, reducing mortality and increasing 
school attendance by eliminating sickness. 

To industrial heads the talk is based more on economics. An 


| excellent example of this line was given by Mr. Brown in a lecture 


delivered before the Philadelphia City Business Club, more of 
which will be told in a following article. 
These talks and lectures for educational purposes are also illus- 


| trated with motion pictures taken by the Mulford Company. 
_ The pictures show the processes of making vaccine and pictures 
| of afflicted persons. 
| schools, and lecturers paid by the Mulford Company are assigned 
| to give talks which end with the exhortation to be vaccinated. 


These films are loaned free of charge to 


These films are sold to foreign countries after one of their foreign 
representatives has persuaded some Government to embark on 
vaccination propaganda. 


out Nome. 


vivisection Society, we are glad to note, mailed a letter 
to President Coolidge, declaring that the people of Nome 


should be given food, and not serum. The letter stated :— 

“Diththeria antitoxin never prevents, never cures diphtheria, 
and often kills the victim. The fish canning trust having taken 
away the rights of the natives to fish in their own waters, except 
in limited areas, their bodies are naturally weakened as they are 
not able to obtain sufficient food to take the place of fish.” 

But all this is of little importance compared with the 
main question—was there ever any epidemic at Nome, 
or was it simply a newspaper stunt worked up by the 
serum and vaccine manufacturers who control many of 
the leading newspapers throughout the States? 

The New York Evening Graphic, commenting upon the 
matter on February 25, remarked :— 

“The most spectacular and attention-holding method of trans- 
portation to carry the so-called cure-all was insisted upon, even 
if it took more time than air travel. To the Graphic it looked 
like a cleverly engineered piece of publicity for the sale of anti- 
toxin. And this paper was not far from right in its diagnosis. A 
letter was received at the office from an aviator who pointed out 
that he had offered his services to high authorities to carry the 
antitoxin by airplane. His offer was refused. The question now 
arises; why were dogs used instead of airplanes? Using the aviator’s 
letter as a basis to work upon, the Graphic has made what is probably 
the first real investigation of the organised business of antitoxin 
production. It has established the fact that a gveat chemical cor- 
poration has plastered the country with thousands of letters to capitalise 
the Alaskan story. . . Doctors and druggists who advertise and 
urge the use of vaccines own stock in the Company making them. 
Even medical encyclopedias contain articles writien by staff employees 
of the vaccine trust.” 


Correspondence. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


Soci I write to express my great sympathy with your 
cause? I have no knowledge of medicine beyond that which a 
person of average intelligence is bound to assimilate, but I think 
it is sometimes the unlearned who see facts most clearly. It 
seems to me that people are unhealthy because they live wrong, 
and that what we should do is to try and find out the laws of 
health and keep to them, rather than spend our time in trying to 
patch up the effects of our mistakes. And when this patching up 
involves the infliction of suffering on animals, it is not only foolish, 
but wicked. 

I do not know whether vaccines, etc., have any effect in pre- 
venting the diseases they are intended to. Possibly they do. 
But it is obvious that they throw the blood into an abnormal 
state, and what is abnormal is seldom healthy. Constant injection 
of disease into a body cannot increase the vitality, and vitality is 


| the best protection against all illness. 


A vaccine may increase 
our resistance to one special form of disease, but it will surely 
weaken us in other directions. 

It seems to me like sending all the soldiers in an army to defend 
one point, and leaving large areas undefended on which an attack 
might quite well be made. The real need is to increase the strength 
of the army. 

If the energies of our vivisectors could be directed to solving the 
problems of overcrowding, bad feeding, and wrong living generally, 
they would do far more for human health than they are ever likely 
to achieve through vivisection. One does not doubt that they are 
honest in their belief that their work tends rather to decrease than 
increase the suffering in the world, but I think they are the victims 
of a complex which has undermined their commonsense. 

Yours faithfully, 

Lake Como, Italy. E.L 
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From the Gloucester ‘* Citizen,” November, 1976. 


By R. E. ABBOTT. 


trial of Mr. W. R. Headwin, a sanitary inspector, 
of Gloucester. The interest has not only been 
local but world-wide; partly owing to the issues involved 
in the case and partly by reason of the well-known 
antagonism of Mr. Headwin to modern sanitary science. 


(Goan public interest has been shown in the recent 


Mr. Satchell, for the prosecution, briefly stated the case 
against Mr. Headwin. He said that modern sanitary 
science had proved beyond all doubt that the presence or 
absence of rats in a house was a certain test of the sanitari- 
ness or insanitariness of that house. The City Council, 
supported by the Local Govern- 
st Boe had therefore ee 
decided to isolate, and close for ||| Woe) 
three weeks, any house in which |/7#4 
the presence of rats was detected. |]! 
Rats had been seen in the house 


\ 
i} ies 


of Mr. Shelgrove. Evidence 
would be brought, not only 


proving the existence of the 
rats, but that their presence 
had been reported to Mr. Head- 
win, and, further, that Mr. 
Headwin had actually seen these 
rats himself. In spite of this he 
had failed to close and isolate 
the house. 

That the rats were resident 
in the house and not casual 


visitors had been proved by THe PROFESSOR: 


the test invented by Mr. here—yes. 
Schwab. This was now known 


as the Schwab test. A piece be here.” 

of freshly toasted cheese was exposed in the middle 
of the kitchen floor. A concealed inspector with a stop- 
watch then observed the time that elapsed before the 
appearance of rats. 


granted that the rats were permanent residents and the 
house should therefore be condemned as insanitary and 
the necessary precautions for closing and isolating taken 
at once. 

Mr. Headwin had persistently refused to take this test 


“Vat did I tell you! In 4 min. 55% sec. the rat is 


THE Inspector: ‘‘What did you expect? If you leave that cheese 
where it is for another five minutes, every rat in Gloucester will 


If the rats appeared within seven | 
and a half minutes (this number had been fixed by Mr. | 
Schwab after years of experimenting) it could be taken for | 


and an official from the Local Government Board had been 
sent to do so. The Schwab test had proved positive. 


Cibel by the American 


produced magazine called Hygeta, which is scattered 
about, it appears, regardless of expense, in the 
schools, clubs, associations, etc., of the United States by the 
American Medical Association. She rightly characterises it 
as “‘a ‘popular’ health magazine intended for the home— 
a mere camouflage for propaganda for vaccination, Schick 
testing and all other procedures to make work for the 
medical men and ill-health for the unhappy public.” 
Its issue for November contained a scandalous paragraph 
about Dr. Hadwen’s case, which it entirely misrepresented, 
assuming his guilt and deploring “‘that it should require 


Mo Nellie C. Williams sends us a most handsomely 


The rats appeared in 4 minutes 55? seconds. The house 
had been closed and isolated and the Board had felt it 
their duty, in the public interest, to prosecute Mr. 
Headwin for gross negligence. 

Mr. Headwin’s only defence was to throw ridicule on 
the whole of the rat theory. He said that rats were not 
the cause of insanitary houses. Insanitary houses 
encouraged rats—that was quite another matter. But 
the presence of a few rats in a house for a few weeks was 
certainly not prima facie evidence of insanitariness, and it 
was preposterous to close a house for this reason only. 
He thought that the Schwab 
test was ‘‘absolute bunkum.” 
He had no intention at all of 
kowtowing to such _ puerile 
buffoonery. 

The magistrate, Mr. Lucius, 
fined Mr. Headwin {10 and 
costs. He remarked that he 
was convinced of the sincerity 


insanitariness and his attitude 
to the Schwab test, but it was 
legitimate to say that it would 
be very unfortunate if any one 
sanitary inspector were to shut 
his eyes to improvements in 
sanitary science and the sani- 
tary treatment of houses which 
are accepted by the profession 
as a whole, and to say, unless 
he had good grounds for saying 
so, “I prefer to follow the old-fashioned treatment— 
I do not believe in these discoveries with reference to 
the scientific treatment of houses.” After all, sanitary 
science was a great science, and unless a sanitary 
inspector is going to avail himself of the discoveries 
that are made from time to time by those who follow the 
profession one is not likely to see that development of 
sanitary science and improved housing conditions that 
we hoped to see. 

We hear that Mr. Headwin is appealing against this 
decision and he is hoping to bring the whole rat theory 
and Schwab test much more prominently before the 
public notice. 


Medical Association. 


the needless death of a child before the Government could 
be induced to take adequate steps to curb the activities of 
this misguided fanatic!” 

A letter has been sent to Hygeia suggesting that an 
apology at least is due to Dr. Hadwen for what amounts 
to an accusation of manslaughter, written before the 
opposite verdict had been given. But as Miss Williams 
informs us that the Editor had made no reference whatever 
to the acquittal up to the February issue, we may perhaps 
conclude that libelling opponents is the considered policy 
of the American Medical Association. The query often 
presents itself—can a vivisectionist act like a gentleman ? 


of Mr. Headwin’s views with © 
regard to the rat theory of 


Aprit 1, 1925. 


The Abolitionist. 


BRIGHTON. 

The Brighton Branch has held another Shop Campaign extending 
over a period of four weeks from February 16 last. We have 
to report another great success. About 170 new members were 
enrolled and 3,000 signatures obtained. The shop was situate 
in one of the busiest streets in Brighton, and so the objects of the 
British Union must have been brought to the notice of thousands 
of people, and made the subject of general conversation. 

On noticing a well-dressed man reading the literature pasted | 
on window, one of the helpers asked him if he would accept some 
of our literature, when he replied, ‘‘No! I am a vivisector, and 
I hope you all will have the most horrible and loathsome diseases 
that it is possible for flesh to have!” When the enemy begins to 
be abusive, then we may take it that our case is unanswerable, 
and that we are making steady progress. The following were the 
helpers:—Mrs. Guillam Brown, Mrs. Beaumont, Mrs. Dewar 
Brown, Mrs. Cooper, Mrs. Cohen, Miss Nancy Dalrymple, Mrs. 
Dodsworth, Miss Green, Mrs. Heriot, the Hon. Sec. of the Worthing 
Branch, who came over twice to lend a helping hand, Mrs. Scott 
O’Connor, Capt. and Mrs. Pinto-Leite (who were staying in 
Brighton), Miss Rankin, Miss Shepherd, Miss Warren, Miss 
Wright, the Hon. Sec., and Mr. A. E. Beaumont, Chairman and 
Hon. Treas. 

The Branch had a stand at the Dog Show held on March 18 in 
the Drill Hall, Church Street, Brighton, by the Southern and 
Counties Canine Association. A number of new members were 
enrolled and signatures to the petition obtained. Mrs. Guillam 
Brown, Miss Wright and Mr. A. E. Beaumont attended at the stand. 

Mr. Roy Horniman spoke with all his accustomed power | 
and eloquence at the Brighton Pavilion on March 12, and the | 
following incident was reported in the Press. At the conclusion | 
of the address there was an unexpected reply to the usual request | 
for questions. An old gentleman in the front row asked, “What | 
does it matter killing a few dogs if you can find something that is | 
a blessing to humanity? All Nature is a conflict, the stronger 
killing the weaker, and knowledge is power.” Mr. Horniman 
replied that the whole progress of human society had been a fight 
against animal instincts. Contending that might was not right | 
he asked, “‘If a prize-fighter came into this room, took you by the 
heels and dashed your head against the wall, would we hear you 
exclaim with your dying breath, ‘ Knowledge is power’? ” 
HASTINGS. 

A very successful Shop Campaign was held at 1, Claremont from 
February 9 to 21. Mrs. Pratt was in charge, assisted by Mr. Toms | 
and a band of local workers. The new members numbered 151, 
and many sympathisers called. Miss Blackman and Mrs. Porter | 
kindly arranged a concert, which was given on the premises; this | 
was much appreciated and helped to swell the funds. The shop 
more than paid its way, six guineas being handed to the Southern 
Federation for the touring van. Our sincere thanks are due to all 
the kind friends who helped us, specially Mrs. Mellis, Miss German, 
Madame Oosterveen, Mrs. Thomas, Mrs. Buckingham, Miss 
Godwin and our treasurer, Mr. Blackman. 

MANCHESTER. 

The work in this Northern area seems to increase by leaps, in 

fact, it occupies our Secretary and his helpers the full seven days | 


ready to be gathered up. Letters and inquiries pour in upon us 
from all quarters and absorb much time and thought. If any friend 
could provide a shorthand typist, much value to our Cause will 
result. Our office is seriously understaffed, Mrs. Middleton, her 
sister and others giving much time each week to relieve the 
pressure. Thousands of leaflets, and about 100 publicity letters, 
are circulated each month, in addition to over 50 private letters 
a week. 

We are very pleased to record that Mrs. Dorothy Tucker, of 
Bournemouth, has given one of her delightful pastel portraits of 
a dog, to our Manchester Branch for the good of the Cause. Several 
friends in Bournemouth kindly paid for the framing, and we now 
invite private offers of purchase in preference to promoting a scheme. 
It is a lovely portrait and worth about £12 12s. Size framed, 
24 by 17. 

A friend at Winchester having generously presented a handsome 
brooch for sale, this has been handed over by Headquarters to the 
Manchester Branch, which has better opportunities for selling 
articles, and is also badly in need of funds. 

British Union badges, and beautiful animal postcards, without 
printed matter or inscription of B.U., are on sale. Badges, Is. 6d. 
Postcards, 2s. a dozen and postage. 

Will friends please help with donations towards reprinting the 
special article from the Nineteenth Century and After Magazine, ve 
‘“‘Vivisection of Dogs” ? 

Will friends in the district kindly note that our Manchester, 
Salford and District Annual Public Meeting will take place in the 
Memorial Hall, Albert Square, on Tuesday, April 7, at TAS; 
The Business Meeting will be held at 6 o’clock. Major R. E. F. 
Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., is to speak upon ‘‘ The Danger and 
Cruelty of Antitoxins.” Councillor J. Compton, M.P., and Rev. 
J. C. Dalrymple will speak upon other aspects. 

We are pleased to note that one of our Manchester members, 
now resident in Scotland for a time, the Rev. E. H. Samwell, has 
been upholding our Anti-vivisection Cause, in an important circle 
of professional men. 

In moving a vote of thanks at a concert given in aid of the 
Liverpool Vegetarian Home for Destitute Girls, Mr. A. Middleton, 
President of the Home, spoke of the excellent work done by Mrs. 
Hughes and her helpers in training children on humane lines. 
Mr. J. Hough, Secretary Vegetarian Society, gave a short address 
during the interval and spoke of the value of humane diet. Mr. 
S. Isaacs and his friends are to be congratulated in promoting and 
arranging an excellent concert. 

SCOTLAND. ' 

The Scottish Anti-vivisection Society is showing great activity 
in its rooms at 14, Newton Terrace, Charing Cross, Glasgow, 
where lectures have been delivered every week by Mr. Herbert 
Brown, the organiser. The Society also had a successful stall at 
the Dog Show at Kelvin Hall, at which 500 people signed a petition 
for the abolition of vivisection. 

SHREWSBURY. : 

Our readers are referred to the report of the Annual Meeting of 

our Shropshire Branch, at which a novel device was employed. 


Mrs. Matthews kindly sent us a copy of the questions and answers 


used; she would, no doubt, be glad to give further information to 


and leaves little time for reaping in much of the good which lies | any Branch desiring to copy. 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


b BIRKENHEAD. 

On February 22 Mr. Middleton was invited to give an address 
before the Wirral Theosophical Society. Miss Jones presided. 
The speaker dealt with the teachings and writings of Edward 
Carpenter, giving special point to his condemnation of false science, 
and the evils of certain forms of medical research. He emphasised | 
the value of simple living in harmony with all creatures. 

BIRMINGHAM. 

Mr. Toms has addressed the following meetings :-— | 
March 2. Women’s Co-operative Guild, Lozell’s Road. 
3. Drawing-room Meeting at 109, Harborne Road, by 

kind permission of Mr. and Mrs. Blankensee. 


” 


, 4. Men’s Co-operative Guild, Harborne. 

,» 5. Dinner hour at Mr. Blankensee’s Works. 
Open Co-operative Guild at Coventry Road Hall 
(evening). 

» 6. Meeting at Theosophical Rooms, Corporation Street. 


A number of new members joined the Branch. 


BOLTON. 

A Group Meeting was held in the Vegetarian Café on March 3, 

when Mr. G. Wallace took the chair. 
BRADFORD. 

The Bradford Telegraph of March 2 reported a meeting of our local 
Branch, held on February 28 in the Mechanics’ Institute. Dr. 
Douglas Drummond presided, and the speaker was Mr. Middleton, 
of Manchester. 

BRIGHTON. 

The Sussex Daily News and Brighton Herald reported a very 
well-attended meeting of our Brighton Branch, held in the Royal 
Pavilion on March 12. In the absence of Lord Tenterden, who had 
been called to Paris, Mrs. Guillam Brown presided, and the 
speaker was Mr. Roy Horniman. Subsequent to the Public 
Meeting, the Branch Annual Meeting was held. 

BRISTOL. 

The Western Press of February 20 reported a lecture on ‘‘ Health 

and Disease,” given by Dr. Hadwen in the Y.M.C.A. Hall in 
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connection with the Bristol Vegetarian and Health Culture Society. 
Mr. F. L. Paget presided over a good attendance. ; 
The Bristol Times and other papers reported the Annual Meeting 
of our Bristol Branch, held at Redland Park Hall on March 16. 
Mr. E. H. Caley presided in the absence, through illness, of Mr. 
Meade-King. Mr. Roy Horniman gave a fine address, which was 
followed by questions. Music was contributed by Miss May 
Preston (vocal) and Miss Davey (violin). 


DUBLIN. 


There was an excellent meeting of members of the Dublin 
Branch, held at 16, South Frederick Street, on February 26, 
“with a view to starting active propaganda at an early date.” 
Mr. Pielou took the chair, and Miss L. Carr, the hon. secretary, 

ut forward a number of resolutions and made useful suggestions 
or work: The Rev. A. S. Bluett also spoke. 


GLASGOW. 


Professor James Swanson, M.A., M.B., C.M., addressed a 
crowded meeting under the auspices of the Scottish Anti-vivisection 
Society in the Central Halls on February 18. Mr. J. M. Cros- 
thwaite presided. The speaker gave an interesting biological 
address, showing the true way to health, emphasising the necessity 
for fruit as a food, and of sunshine, air and water. 

On February 16 Mr. Dugald Semple addressed a meeting of the 
Woodside Branch of the I.L.P. on ‘‘ Health without Cruelty.” 

The 48th Annual General Meeting of the Scottish Anti- 
vivisection Society was held at 14, Newton Terrace, Glasgow, on 
Tuesday, March 17. Mr. John M. Crosthwaite, President, 
occupied the chair, and in moving the adoption of the reports for 
the year 1924, pointed out that during that year the Society had 
been very active. A large number of meetings had been held, 
both in the east and in the west of Scotland, and many thousand 
pamphlets and leaflets had been distributed. During the winter 
fully 250 members had joined. 


GLOUCESTER. 


The Annual Meeting opened with a social gathering of members 
at the Albion Hall on March 10, when a large company responded 
to the kind invitation of the President, Mr. J. R. Pope. While 
tea and coffee were being served, Miss Muriel Tarling, one of the 
members, was at the piano and gave some delightful music. 
Following this the business meeting was held and the hall was 
thrown open to the public at 8 o’clock, when a Jarge audience 
assembled to hear an address by Dr. D. Holmes, of Coventry, who 
took as his subject: ‘‘An honest man is the noblest work of God.” 
Incidentally, Dr. Holmes remarked that from an experience of 
40 years he was opposed to the use of antitoxin. In proposing a 
vote of thanks to the speaker, Dr. Hadwen dealt with some recent 
developments of vivisection. Excellent reports appeared in the 
Gloucester Citizen, Cheltenham Echo, etc. 


HASTINGS. 


On February 20 a well-attended meeting was held in a hall 
attached to the shop, No. 1 Claremont, at which our Branch had 
held a fortnight’s campaign. Mr. Beck presided. The speaker 
was Miss Kidd, and an excellent report appeared in the Hastings 
Observer, which led to some correspondence. 


LEICESTER. 


A successful public meeting was held at the Association Hall 
on February 23. Lady Rulleston took the chair, and Mr. H. G. 
Chancellor was the chief speaker. A resolution stating that 
vivisection is not only misleading in its results, but in practice 
is cruel, unscientific, and morally indefensible, and must be 
abolished, was carried with acclamation. Councillor J. T. Biggs 
moved the resolution, which was seconded by Mr. Kirk, of the 
Leicester League of Health. Canon Robinson and the Rev. 
F. S. Beddow also addressed the meeting. As a result of the 
effort 20 new members were added to the Branch. 


MANCHESTER. 


On February 26 Mrs. Middleton gave an address before the 
British Union Discussion Circle, upon “The Danger and Cruelty 
of Antitoxin for Diphtheria.” Mr. J.E. Dorsett presided. Man 
questions were asked, Mr. Egerton, Mr. Cox, Mr. Wilson, Mr. 
Middleton, Miss Hallowell and others taking part in the discussion. 

On March 4 the Ladies’ Group met in the Branch Office and 
dealt with a great amount of postal work, etc. 

On February 24 Mrs. Ellison presided over a meeting in Welling- 
ton Chambers, convened by Mr. Middleton on behalf of the National 
Welfare Week Demonstration in May. Plans were drawn up and 
approved by representatives of various organisations. 
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On March 12 a meeting of representatives of the British Union 
as held in Victoria Street, Councillor G. N. Hallowell presiding, — 


Many,important items of business were dealt with. 


NEWCASTLE. 

A very large meeting was held in the Church Institute, New- 
castle-on-Tyne, on March 19, when Sir Francis Blake, Bart., pre- 
sided, supported by the Earl and Countess of Tankerville, Mrs. 
Grey, the Rev. A. J. Stanhope and others. 
Dr. Hadwen (who arrived just in time for the meeting, and was 


forced to travel all night in order to resume his professional work — 


at 9 a.m. on the following morning). Excellent reports appeared — 
A@ 


in the Newcastle Daily Journal, Newcastle Chronicle, etc. 
resolution calling for the abolition of vivisection was unanimously 
passed by the audience of several hundreds. 


NOTTINGHAM. 
The Notts Journal and Notts Guardian of March 6 had good reports 


of a large meeting held by our local Branch in the Mechanics’ — 


Lecture Hall on March 5, when Lady Maud Rolleston presided 
and Dr. Hadwen spoke for nearly two hours. The title ‘‘ Dare 
Doctors Think?” was adopted in convening the meeting. The 
city bacteriologist raised some opposition and on a subsequent 
date organised a meeting of his own, which was comparatively 
poorly attended. 

Mr. Fraser Hewes gave a lantern lecture on February 25 to the 
Sutton-in-Ashfield Spiritualist Society; and on March 9 addressed 
the League of Health, Leicester. In both places he was well 
received and made a considerable impression. 


PRESTON. 


On Feb. 26 our hon. secretary, Mrs. Dorothy Ward, gave an 
excellent outline of the Anti-vivisection Movement prior to the 
opening of a whist drive in aid of the Movement in Preston. 
About 50 friends were present and a most enjoyable and successful 
evening is recorded. Literature was circulated. Sincere thanks 
are due to all who helped in any way. 


RYDE. 


On March 11 Mr.Maurice Toms debated the question of vaccination 
with Dr. Churchill, a local practitioner, at the St. John’s Women’s 
Institute. Although 21 voted for the doctor as against 12, Mr. 
Toms’ contribution to the debate was a piece of very useful 
propaganda before a new audience. 


RICHMOND. 

The Richmond Times and Richmond Herald of February 21 
reported a Men’s Meeting held at the Institute, Kew Gardens, 
and presided over by Canon Brown. Mr. F. H. Bovill, our local 
hon. secretary, opened a debate with the following motion :— 
“That the reforming of public opinion on treatment of animals is 
necessary.” He dealt with wild, semi-wild and tame animals, 
denouncing cruel sports, the Rodeo, etc., and slightly touching 
upon vivisection. As there was not time to discuss the latter 
subject, a further meeting was suggested. 


SHREWSBURY. 


The Annual Meeting was held in the Masonic Hall on February 12, 
when there was an exceptionally large gathering of members and 
friends. Business, instruction and amusement were combined. 
Social intercourse was encouraged by providing each guest with 
either a question, or an answer to a question, on vivisection. 
Great activity was displayed in appropriately pairing questions and 
answers, as the holders of questions were required later to enunciate 
the answer to their question for the benefit of all. Two excellent 
readings were given by the Misses Morris, and the lighter side was 
provided by a humorous play, ‘‘ The Magic Gloves,” and a recitation 
by Miss Gladys Owen. 

A meeting on March 7, at the Masonic Hall, was addressed by 
Mr. Toms. 


SHEFFIELD. 


Three excellent meetings were recently addressed in Sheffield 
by Miss Kidd. The first was the Brotherhood and Sisterhood held 
on Sunday afternoon, March 1, in the fine Wesley Hall, when some 
hundreds were present. 

On the following day, the local Branch held a meeting at the 
Y.M.C.A., preceded by tea, which was kindly provided by a few 
of the members. The Rev. Dr. Clemens presided, and, owing 
chiefly to the efforts of Miss Phillips and Miss Atkins, the attend- 
ance was excellent. 
in the Sheffield Telegraph. 

On March 3 Miss Kidd spoke to an open meeting of the Women’s 
Citizens’ Association at Rotherham, when Miss Coram, to whom 
this meeting was specially due, .ook the chair. Several new 
members were obtained. 


a 


The speaker was 
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Both these meetings were reported briefly . 


| Publications of the British Union. 


ey UE pee LIST, 


Write to Miss B. E. KIDD, Secretary, 32, Charing Cross, London, S.W.1. 


Class A.—For BEGINNERS. | Class B. 
__ PAMPHLETS. Price | REFUTATION OF THE CLAIMS OF VIVISECTORS. 
A Sketch of the Vivisection Question, by J. Fraser Hewes Id. | PAMPHLETS. Driae 
Experiments on Animals; Useless and Cruel, by A Reply to the Lecture of the Research Defence Society 1d. 
Des Hadwen, J.P. | 2d. Tiieiieeiecsteas of Vivicection, by Prof L ‘Talend 
Was it for Science ? (The Runcorn Donkey Case): oo wkd; Be oe eae een came ‘ 


The Royal Commission’s Report, 1912 Baas from fre 


e G.B.S.” on the Uselessness of the Inspector ... eet, Standard), by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. 1d. 
Vivisection under the Insurance Act (1917) iz -» Id. Antitoxin Treatment of Diphtheria, by Dr. raanen J. P, 2d. 
Vivisection in Liverpool (1917) as mA sre aoe el, Tuberculosis and Cow’s Milk, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... 24. 
Registrar General’s Statistics (1900-1920... aa Sele The New Tuberculin, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ; eens 
The Modern Medicine Man (How. vaccines and serums Tuberculin as a Cattle Test, by Dr. Hadwen, J. oe ere 
Vi are made) a: 5 mck | Rats and Fleas: a Discussion on Plague, by Dr. Hadwen, 
iews of Men and Monten oe Wate. on the Vieseetion | 4 Be eee em he aoal 
Pee ee eter. by I Dr. eae ri Pp. a 7 | Antisepsis or eee oe Dr. Seindwent J. P, ap sop, -sltele 
PeediaeGs cements e a | Jennerism and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ee geld: 
What eens > RS : & ea = hd. | The Case against Vaccination, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... Id. 
Dee earate : ae 2 ea ime ae ie | The Blunders of a Bishop, by Dr. Hadwen, A fal PM ee wed Pale 
; E ' Hu 3 b D Du 4 oh am Pasteur and Rabies, by Colonel Tillard ... sdgowe ect a Kok 
xperimente on Auman eings, A lp canis geon a * | The International Medical Congress ots), by Dr: 
Medical Views on Vivisection, by A. F. Whiteley nis: OR Hadwen, J.P. ta 
A Reply to the Peeeareh Defence Racieuy Ss eafiet on 
LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). Typhoid, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... : Id. 
In a Vivisector’s Laboratory. | The Case Against the Research Defence Society... vaaeep lls 
The Meaning of Anti-Vivisection. | The Fraud of Inoculation (from Truth)... a weed 
What the Bishops say. | The Fraud of Vaccination (from Truth)... 3d. 
Ministry of Health on Diphtheria. Insanitation and Disease, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. (Lecture : 
to the Institution of Sanitary Engineers) ha so fale 


The Case Against Vaccination. 


To Cat Lovers. _ Pasteur and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... ee Tdi 
The Vivisection of Dogs. (Illustrated. ) | Modern Medicine and the Miracles of Christ Apc Nee. Alek 
British Vivisection, 1913. | = 

Poison Gas Experiments. LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). 

Two Dogs under Experiment (Illustration). Cancer Research. 


Antitoxin for Diphtheria. 


ivi ion at | f 
Vpn oe fF oe Mee Malta Fever (The Maltese Muddle). 
Gloucester ‘‘ Scare’’ Leaflets. : ; tae 
ee she Pasteur and Rabies. 
Failure of Vaccination Proved by Statistics. | Vaccine for Distemper. 
Picture Postcard: Is this a Dog? The Field Distemper Fund. 
The League of Nations and Vivisection. Research Defence Prevarications. 


Influenza and the Germ Theory. 
What the Soldiers say. 
Replies to Research Defence Leaflets. 


Feeding Experiments. (Illustrated.) 
Commercial Experiments. (Illustrated.) 


The Vivisection Problem of To-day (1924). | Wileeines as Treatment. 
The Anti-Vivisection Position. | Insulin. 
Membership Certificate. (Illustrated, 35 x 12 ins.) Se OU Verbatim Report of Dr. Hadwen’s Trial ... aa .. I/- 


THE LONDON VEGETARIAN SOCIETY initinsttoturther the auopton ofa 
HUMANE AND PURE DIET, 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION (For Members and Associates’: FIVE SHILLINGS, | 


Which includes the cost and delivery of the Society’s Official Organ ‘“The Vegetarian News,” published monthly, price 3d. 
Secretary: FRANK WYATT, 8, Joun St., ADELPHI, W.C. 2. 


“FIRST IMPRESSIONS OF AMERICA” 


By Dr. WALTER R. HADWEN. 


600 feet above sea level, delightful 


Cotswold Hills | ly delight 
scenery and woods, invigorating 
Food Reform | air. Pleasant in all weathers and 
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| WHAT IS VIVISECTION. | POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 
Mane tae ae To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals | demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with | compromise of any kind. 


loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 


| lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have THE LAST WORDS GF ITS FOUNDRESS. 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or ‘To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable views on it asset forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
but influential body of men, who must be carefully cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 


distinguished from doctors, few of whom have any “SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 


acquaintance with it. | Autobiography of F, P. COBBE. 
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“BRITISH EMPIRE CANCER CAMPAI 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, MD., J.P. 


R. GERTRUDE BEST (Mus.D.), has for- 
warded to the British Union a copy of the 
correspondence which she has recently had with 
the Secetary of the “British Empire Cancer 

Campaign,” through whom was sent to her a circular 


letter signed by seven leading musical authorities request- _ 
ing her to organise a concert on behalf of this new | 
venture. The correspondence, published on page 67, | 
speaks for itself, and we urge our readers carefully to | 


peruse and consider its purport. 
We have received from other sources copies of a 


differently worded circular which is being sent to legal | 


gentlemen throughout the country, urging them to 
remember this new cancer organisation when consulted 
by their clients as to “worthy objects” to which legacies 
may be left. 

It is highly probable we shall be receiving very shortly 
copies of circulars addressed to heads of other classes of 
the community whom it may be considered desirable to 
include in this great begging-letter campaign. Sir 
Richard Garton, the Hon. Secretary, declares this effort 
to be instituted by his Grand Council, which includes 


some of the most prominent advocates of vivisection of 
the present day. 

Dr. Gertrude Best has failed to obtain to her direct 
and definite question a direct and definite answer from 
the Secretary, and after making full allowance for his 
evident ignorance of the subject on which he naturally 
would be supposed to speak with authority, she is left 
with the uncomfortable assurance that the same futile 
and cruel methods of investigation which have charac- 
tetised Cancer Research in the past will be the methods 


| pursued in the future. 


Cancer Research hitherto has been one long record of 
fantastic fooling, in which countless sentient creatures 
of all kinds have been exploited and tortured to no earthly 
purpose beyond that of finding employment for scores of 
vivisectors whose cruelties during the last three decades 
have not resulted in saving one single life, in assuaging 
one single pang, or increasing by one single fact the sum 
total of knowledge upon this sad and serious malady. 
In fact, whilst hundreds of thousands of sentient and sen- 
sitive creatures have had their own burdens of pain and 
suffering increased to an extent which constitutes a 
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disgrace to the boasted civilisation and Christianity of 
our time, the mortality of human beings from this dire 
disease has increased by leaps and bounds. 

The correspondence to which we draw attention shows 
unmistakably that this new campaign opens up no fresh 
ground. It is perfectly clear that the object, as far as 
method is concerned, is of the most indefinite and inane 
description. The real aim is unmistakable, namely, to 
obtain a sufficiently large fund—a million pounds is the 
amount suggested—permanently to endow a large body 
of Cancer Research workers with ample salaries to make 
them independent of all public control and criticism. 
It is the vivisectionists themselves who stand behind this 
clever scheme; and a number of public men, innocent of 
the motives which have prompted this latest effort to 
work upon the feelings of a compassionate public, have 
been hoodwinked into supporting it in the mistaken 
idea that they are contributing to medical progress. 

We repeat for the thousandth time the words of Cicero: 
‘“‘No cruelty is useful.’’ It is impossible to conceive that 
the needed knowledge can only be gained along the 
pathway of agony mercilessly inflicted by a stronger 
‘power upon the defenceless and the weak. The God of 
Truth and Righteousness can never accord His sanction to 
cruel tyranny as the basis for the acquisition of good. 
It is impossible. Such a creed is the negation of 
all that is just and holy. It is a crime against 
humanity. 

Not a single bond fide discovery has ever been made 


along such lines. To pay a man so much a year to dis- 

cover something for the benefit of humanity, and to give 

him a free hand to practise inhumanity in order to try to 

secure this end, is an irony that can only be denounced 

by every right-thinking person in the civilised world. 
Discoveries have been made, not as the result of mere 

mechanical routine work, but by a stroke of genius, a 

sudden thought or idea (of which history furnishes 

numerous illustrations), or by a brilliant flash of imagina- 

tion which has frequently revolutionised the world. 

The British Empire Cancer Campaign, instead of being 
the starting point of utility, is, if history be read 
aright,calculated to lead only to futility. It will mean, 
if successful, the creation of a gigantic trust, that must 
demoralise the workers; and by causing all research, as 
has been the case for the last 20 or 30 years, to pursue a 
routine of unscientific and uncivilised methods, it will 
tend to hinder and will oppose the true methods of pre- 
vention which can alone be brought about by the scientific 
pursuit of hygienic ideals having for their objective the 
building up of a healthy organism as a bulwark against 
conditions of disease. 

In view of the prevarication of the Secretary of the 
British Empire Cancer Campaign as displayed in the 
correspondence with Dr. Gertrude Best, and the encour- 
agement which is given to the useless cruelty practised 
during the past quarter of a century, we would warn all 
members of the British Union against giving their support 
to this very questionable ‘‘ humanitarian Cause.” 


“Depil in the Dorridge.” 


NDER the above startling heading the Daily Mail of | proteids, carbohydrates, hydrocarbons (fats), and salts— 


: April 7 quotes some extracts from a report published 

by the Medical Research Council, giving the results 
of experiments carried out on puppies by Professor Edward 
Mellanby at Sheffield University, to whose unscientific 
and absurd experiments we have previously drawn 
attention. 

The Daily Mail, with its usual fatuous conclusions 
concerning everything of a medical nature, says that 
the common advice given to parents: “‘If you want your 
girls and boys to grow big and strong, give them plenty 
of oatmeal,’’ must be revised in the light of Professor 
Mellanby’s experiments on—puppies! 

Professor Mellanby has found that of the cereals tested: 
““Oatmeal has pre-eminently the worst influence on bone 
formation,’’ and white flour the least; rice occupying 
an intermediate position. But the evil effects of oatmeal, 
he says, were easily overcome by adding cod liver oil, 
or egg yolk or milk, tothe puppies’ dietary. Butteralone 
made practically no difference. The conclusion which 
is drawn by the omniscient Daily Mail scribe, and which 
is what is likely to be gleaned by most readers of this 
ridiculous report, is that ‘‘oatmeal causes rickets!”’ 

Pray, whoever heard of human beings—much less dogs 
—being fed continuously on any one article of diet, like 
oatmeal or white flour or rice? Every human being, 
from time immemorial, has known instinctively that to 
build up the human organism, it must be supplied with 
the four elemental constituents of which it is composed— 


in their right and proper proportions. Exclude from the 
dietary any one or more of these fundamental body 
builders, or decrease their rightful proportions below the 
proper standard, and the result is that the system becomes 
starved, and in the very young—whether puppies or babies 
—the bony framework of the body will be soft. 

Why on earth is this Professor allowed to go on tor- 
turing these poor creatures in this absurd manner year 
after year in order to demonstrate facts with which 
every commonsense person in the universe is already 
acquainted ? 

Professor Mellanby admits that fine races of men have 
been reared on diets of which oatmeal forms a large part 
—a fact that everybody knows; because, he adds, “‘the 
diet of these people also included much food rich in anti- 
rachitic vitamin, as, for example, milk, eggs, fish of the 
fatty variety.”’ If, then, this fact is already known— 
and we need go no farther than the North of Britain to 
discover the effects of milk porridge in building up a 
stalwart race—pray where is the necessity of all these 
silly and reprehensible experiments on puppies (whose 
anatomical and physiological arrangements are quite 
different from our own), experiments which not only 
do not advance knowledge in the remotest degree, but 
which, as is seen by the comments and headlines in the 
Daily Maul, are calculated gravely to mislead the public 
concerning one of the most important grains which can 
be used in human dietary? 
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THE DOGS’ PROTECTION BILL. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, MLD., J.P. 


ORD BANBURY, through his transfer- 
ence to the Upper House, has by no means 
A improved his chances of carrying his 
k= perennial Dogs’ Bill to a_ successful 
$<“ issue. Some of the noble lords, it is said, 


7 went to sleep during the few moments 


he occupied in delivering his speech; 
Lord Birkenhead looked in 
and promptly 
again; and Lord Knutsford, 
with the characteristic con- 
tempt he cultivates for every- 
thing anti-vivisectional, sug- 
gested that Lord Banbury’s 

speech should be transferred 
to a gramophone record, so that they could retire to the 
tea room and listen to it in comfort. One would have 
thought they could listen to it comfortably enough whilst 
sitting on the velvet cushions that adorn the gilded 
chamber. 

Lord Knutsford complained of the stereotyped nature 
of Lord Banbury’s speech, evidently oblivious of the 
stereotyped nature of his own; it matters not how often he is 
answered, nor how frequently his ignorance of the subject is 
exposed, he still repeats the same wearisome platitudes 
so frequently echoed by those who are not sufficiently 
interested to consider what they are saying. He “ forgets 
nothing and learns nothing,’”’ and, as one might expect 
from an official of the Research Defence Society, he will 
probably ramble on in the same disjointed, disconnected, 
illogical and uninstructed style for years to come. 

THE CONSERVATIVE HOUSE. 

The House of Lords is essentially orthodox and ultra- 
Conservative, and is likely to remain so until the crack of 
doom. It matters little what *‘ Reform” may be introduced, 
noble lords will still have to be awakened to vote on 
measures to which they have not listened and which they 
would not be likely to understand if they had. The 


thought or originality. Sir Frederick Banbury in the 
House of Commons succeeded in carrying his Bill through 
a second reading on no less than three occasions, and once 
he got it through the Committee stage without an amend- 
ment; had it not been for Mr. Lloyd George’s uncon- 
stitutional action in having placed a doctor at the head of 
the Ministry of Health, the Dogs’ Protection Bill might 
even have passed its third reading. 

It is in the House of Commons where this Bill will 
ultimately have to be fought for if it is to be passed; 
although Members of Parliament will need much education 
before it becomes law, and by the time they have become 
sufficiently educated to vote preponderatingly in its 
favour, vivisection itself will be at its last gasp. 

The weak point in the Bill is this:—Lord Banbury 
does not fight the question of the vivisection of dogs on 
principle; he fights it on sentiment. He candidly informs 
his listeners, every time he introduces his measure, that 
“the passing of the Bill will not prevent experiments 
being made on other animals’; his main argument 
consists in the fact that ‘the dog has become the friend of 
man,’’ and for this reason he concludes it should be 


walked out | 


exempted. This contention bars him from showing the 
futility of a/l such experiments irrespective of the kind 
of animal that is used, for were he to do so, he would 
alienate certain believers in vivisection whose votes, 
by working on their natural affection for dogs, he hopes 
to secure. 

His contention is a tacit admission of the value of 
vivisection itself, and the suggestion offered for its 
continuance upon other animals than dogs—equally 
sensitive as far as we know—robs its well-intentioned 
promoter of the most valuable argument he could use 
for the attainment of his object. 

The dog’s chief attraction to the vivisector is its size; it 
would have to be replaced by the cheap but equally 
sensitive cat, or the almost human monkey. The main 
objection to the latter, in the eyes of the vivisector, is 
that of expense, but if the necessity of vivisection be 
admitted by Lord Banbury, as by his Dog Bill opponents, 
that difficulty could easily be overcome by a further 
raid upon public funds, such as was reprehensibly carried 
out when one hundred and thirty thousand pounds for 
“research” was transferred from the funds of the National 
Health Insurance to the Privy Council over which the 
public has little or no control. 

PRINCIPLE AND SENTIMENT. 

This lack of principle and its replacement by sentiment, 
which characterised the defence of the Dogs’ Bill, permitted 
Lord Knutsford to repeat the stale arguments in support of 
vivisection generally, and for the necessity of using dogs, 
especially for experiments in distemper; his Lordship 
conveniently ignores the fact that so far these experiments 
have drawn a blank, and can confidently be expected to 
continue to do so. There are enough dogs actually 
suffering from natural distemper whose histories can be 
fully and completely studied, without torturing more dogs 
in the endeavour to produce it artificially The claims 
Lord Knutsford made as to knowledge gained by experi- 


| ments on dogs concerning the heart, digestion and blood 
atmosphere of the Upper House is not conducive either to | 


pressure could have been met by a direct challenge to 
him to provide evidence of any knowledge gained by such 
research which had been of the least practical benefit to 
human sufferers from heart or digestive disorders. If 
there have been such beneficial results as are proudly 
claimed, will Lord Knutsford let us know what they are? 

This leading protagonist of vivisection in the House of 
Lords had the temerity to quote Sir Frederick Treves 
concerning “‘the great benefits conferred on suffering 
humanity by means of vivisection,”? and triumphantly 
added: “Yet Sir Frederick Treves was quoted as being 
against vivisection.’’ This is an absolutely false and 
reckless statement, and Lord Knutsford would be unable 
to provide a shred of proof in support of it. The par- 
ticular confession made by Sir Frederick Treves which 
we quote (7.e., that he had been misled by vivisection), 
was never denied by him, and we have never claimed him 
as an anti-vivisectionist. Lord Knutsford’s assertion 
about insulin is equally barren of proof. So far, insulin 
has not justified the claims made for it; on the other 
hand it is admitted to be a very dangerous drug. 

Lord Mildmay of Flete, Treasurer of the Medical 
Research Council, scoffed at Lord Lambourne for saying 
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that ‘“‘sunlight was just as important as suitable food for 
the cure and eradication of rickets,’’ and asked: ‘‘ How 
could a Manchester child be always living in the sun?” 
He might more aptly have been asked: “How can a 
Manchester child be properly fed by copying the diet of 
a puppy dog?” To say that “they owed to experiments 
on dogs the all-important discovery that rickets was a 
dietetic disease, easily controllable by diet, irrespective 
of sunlight,’ is simply false. The fact that rickets 
is rare to-day is entirely due to the altered conditions of 
living; no attention whatever has been paid by the general 
practitioner to the recent feeding experiments on dogs, 
which have yielded no practical results, nor have they 
added anything to the knowledge we previously possessed 
on the subject. On the contrary, as the previous article 
shows, they have only created unnecessary alarm about 
common and quite wholesome articles of diet. 

Lords Rayleigh, Buckmaster and Desborough added 


their quota to the debate without adding anything to 
the arguments, and by 77 to 8 the Bill was ignominiously 
thrown out. 

The vivisection of dogs is, unquestionably, an intensely 
revolting practice, but so is all vivisection. Why we 
have so much more sympathy with dogs is because we 
know more about them. If we cultivated acquaintance 
with other and smaller animals we should soon find 
that—so far as sentiment is concerned—there are equally 
good grounds for abolishing the vivisection of them. The 
recent discussion in the House of Lords has convinced us 
more than ever that, although we shall be as ready as — 
ever to accept any contribution toward the abolition 
of vivisection, nevertheless, the battle can only be fought 
and can only be won by us if we fight the question on 
principle and thus demonstrate that vivisection under any 
conditions, and practised on any kind of animal, is a 
cruel, unscientific and useless method of research. 


Ghe Crushing Case 


| OME interesting answers to interest- 
ing questions were elicited from the 
Minister of Health by Mr. Whiteley 
in the House of Commons on April 7. 
. First of all,came the official admis- 

" sion that patients are classified in 
hospitals as‘ vaccinated”’ or “‘ unvac- 
” cinated,’’ according to whether vac- 

ee cination marks are present or absent. 
The patients’ own statements are not accepted, nor is 
the Vaccination Officer applied to for their verification. 
The marks may have become obliterated; there may 
never have been any marks (for modern vaccine lymph, 
prepared with a large proportion of glycerine, has a 
tendency to produce sores that will heal without 
definite cicatrization); the marks may have been at 
the time of the examination covered by the eruption; 
or the eyesight of the medical officer may have been 
unsuited to the discovery of vaccination marks in a person 
already suffering from smallpox—none of these points 
are taken into consideration. ‘‘No marks,” says the 
medical examiner, and the smallpox patient is imme- 
diately and permanently classified as ‘‘ unvaccinated” and 
contributes his quota to the number of deluded mortals 
who contracted smallpox because they had not submitted 
to the Jennerian ceremony of cow-poxing. And yet he 
may have been vaccinated after all. 

The next answer concerned vaccination statistics, 
when Mr. Whiteley was informed that more than double 
the number of persons were vaccinated in England and 
Wales in 1872 than were vaccinated in 1922. The vac- 
cinations to births in 1872 were as high as 85 out of every 
100, which means that, allowing for deaths prior to 
vaccination, and for those that were not in a fit state to 
be vaccinated, practically every child in the kingdom 
that could be vaccinated was subjected to the rite. But, 
50 years later, in 1922, the vaccinations to births were 
only 40 per cent. 

The amount of protection afforded by vaccination 
against the ravages of smallpox at these respective periods 
was next brought to light. In 1872, when practically 
every child that could be got at was vaccinated, the 
Minister of Health confessed there were no fewer than 
19,000 smallpox deaths; but in 1922, when considerably 
less than half the population was vaccinated, the smallpox 


against Vaceinafion. 


deaths numbered only 27. So that if the saving of life 
is to be measured by the extent to which the population 
is vaccinated, then vaccination can have very little to 
place on the credit side of the ledger. 

London itself, it appears, in the same years (1872 and 
1922) presented a similar relation between vaccination 
and smallpox mortality to that of England and Wales as a 
whole. The vaccinations to births were nearly 82 per 
cent. (No doubt more children died in early infancy). In 
1922 the vaccinations to births were only 45 per cent. 
Equally striking was the confession which the Minister of 
Health was constrained to make concerning smallpox 
mortality. In 1872, when vaccination was practically 
universal throughout London, the smallpox deaths 
numbered 1,786, but in 1922 there were only 20! In 
London in 1923, there was only one death from smallpox, 
and in 1924 there were none at all. . 

What can the Minister of Health and his medical 
bureaucrats be dreaming about to be everlastingly trying 
to work up smallpox scares and crazes about vaccination 
here and there through the length and breadth of the 
country, with damning figures such as these staring them 
in the face? Is it not clear, as we have again and again 
pointed out, that the more you vaccinate, the more 
smallpox mortality ensues, and the less you vaccinate, the 
less does smallpox claim its victims? 

But one further question of a supplementary nature 
should have been put to the Minister of Health: ‘‘Can 
he explain why there was this enormous decline in small- 
pox mortality in the course of half a century-—in fact 
its practical annihilation—seeing that vaccination (sup- 
posed to be the oly real protection against it) had been 
reduced to almost negligible proportions?”’ There is only 
one answer, namely: The passing of the Public Health 
Act of 1875, and the increasingly persistent carrying out 
of its provisions during the 50 years that followed. 

It is self evident that vaccination cannot claim the 
credit. The difference between 1872 and 1922 is the 
difference that the Public Health Act has made. 
The crown of glory belongs to Sanitation, not to vac- 
cination. The conditions which originated this “Filth 
Disease’’ were removed by that Act, and consequently, as 
in the case of plague, black death, typhus and sweating 
sickness, genuine smallpox has passed into the limbo of 
history. W.R.H. 
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Picture veproduced by kind permission of the Editor of the “Daily Herald,” 


HE difference between animal and human experi- 

mentation is shown in respect of the gas poison tests 

which are conducted at Porton, near Salisbury. Sir 
L. Worthington-Evans, in a written answer to a question 
in Parliament, gave recently the number of animals 
used during 1924, as follows :— 


“Three goats, four monkeys, 68 cats, 445 rabbits, 251 guinea- 
pigs, 166 rats, 64 mice—total 1,001. Of these, 337 were actually 
killed as the result of the experiments, and the remainder were 
destroyed, not necessarily as the result of the effects of the experi- 
ments, but because it was the rule to destroy animals after they 
had been used for this purpose.” 


This terrible toll of animal suffering will, we suppose, 
be increased yearly, until the next war. It is quite 
absurd to suppose that the object of the experiments is 
purely defensive. When a war is actually in progress, 
no nation would refuse to employ a really effective gas 
which it might have discovered. This form of vivisection, 
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therefore, has no beneficent object at all, but simply the 
object of destroying human life. 

But besides the animals, there are human volunteers. 
On March 26 Mr. Ammon asked “‘if a public committee 
could be set up to inquire into the practice of subjecting 
young soldiers to the effects of poison gases.”’ The reply, 
given by the Financial Secretary of the War Office, was 
to the effect that there is no need for such an inquiry. 

“The conditions under which experiments with gas upon per- 
sonnel are carried out are carefully regulated in accordance with 
scientific and medical advice. The experiments are under the 
direction of fully qualified medical officers. The men are 
volunteers.” 


We share Mr. Ammon ’s concern for the health of these 
young men, but there is one important fact which differ- 
entiates their case from that of the animals—they receive 
extra pay for the risk they take. The animals get no 
reward, unless the boon of being put out of their misery 
may be so described. 


Another Antifoxin Manslaughter Charge. 


ILLIAM ELDER, a Christian Science 
+| practitioner, has been convicted of 
manslaughter at Winnipeg, following 
the death of Doreen Watson, a 12- 
year-old child. He is appealing. 
The same charge is made against the 
father, but his case is adjourned till 
the June Assizes. Dr. Hadwen 
made reference to this case in his 
speech at the Queen’s Hall. 

a charge should be-brought against the 


That such 
father—a devoted parent and an intellectual type of man 


—is disgraceful. His objection to antitoxin was largely 
based on the fact that he had known disastrous results 
following the inoculation of members of his own family. 
Moreover, before definitely refusing the request of Dr. 
Fraser that he should allow the use of antitoxin, he asked 
whether Dr. Fraser could guarantee a cure, and the 
answer was in the negative. He put his own case in 


court as follows :— 

‘‘T would never have forgiven myself, had I allowed antitoxin 
and the child had died. I was faced with a problem. I either 
had to allow a serum in which I had no faith and take the chance 
of my child dying, or trust to Christian Science in which I have 
every faith. I chose the latter, because of fear of the results that 


might follow an injection of serum. If my daughter had taken 
antitoxin and had become paralytic, it would have been I, and not 
the doctor, who would carry the burden.” 


This appears to be unanswerable. 

One doctor was allowed in Court calmly to make the 
outrageous statement that antitoxin “in practically every 
case is a certain cure,’ and it was alleged by the prose- 
cution ‘‘it is 100 per cent. perfect!’ It was suggested 
that this would be agreed to by “‘all the 550 Manitoba 
physicians,”” but of that there is happily no proof. 
Manitoba could hardly produce so many doctors who have 
never noticed any diphtheria deaths after antitoxin! 

The case of the Christian scientist is somewhat different 
from that of the parents. Unregistered practitioners 
never, perhaps, receive fair play; but if they accept 
remuneration for their services (which in this case was not 
asked for, but admittedly would have been given) one 
can readily understand that objection may be taken to 
a man rendering professional services when he admits 
that he cannot diagnose a case. Still, as Mr. Andrews, 
K.C., remarked for the defence, 

“All that Elder had done was to pray, and so far there was no 
law in Manitoba that made it a crime to pray for the sick.” 

We trust that his appeal may succeed. Regular 
doctors lose their patients too often to be intolerant. 
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THE POSITIVE SIDE OF ANTI-VIVISECTION. 


By the Rev. J. LIONEL TAYLER, M.R.C.S. (Eng.), L.R.C.P. (Lond.). 
(Formerly London University Lecturer in Biology and Sociology, Author of “The Stages of Human Life,” &c.) 


PART I. 
The Mind of an Anti-vivisectionist. 


a scientific naturalist and 
has a wrong perspective of 
life. And it is this wrong 
perspective which must be 


and the nation at large, if 
hope for social reform on 
this subject is to justify itself. 

The question as to the real or assumed utility of vivi- 
section methods is not so important as the larger question, 
“Are there better and more scientific methods of studying 


altered, both in the doctor | 


rHAT is really wrong with | 
the doctor who is a Vivi- | 
sectionist is that he is not | 


life than the admittedly cruel and dismembering ones of | 


vivisection’’—methods which must have a hardening and 
deteriorating influence on the mind of the experimenter 
emotionally, even were they intellectually successful ? 

It is no doubt true that it is necessary to arouse deep 
and lasting horror at cruelty, which the “‘ ABOLITIONIST” 
has always striven to arouse, but the writer believes 
that the great crux of this humanitarian difficulty lies 
in the wrong perspective of the doctor and the masses of 
all human beings and the wrong method of scientific 
study which arises from this wrong perspective. 

A familiar and simple illustration will help us to sce 
clearly our own position and make it a clear one to others. 

In Lytton’s What will he do with it? there is a rather 
clever description of a travelling showman’s attitude to 
what is called a performing dog. The dog is looked at 


as an investment, and his intelligence is exactly measured | 


by the number of tricks, likely to please and be popular to 


on his hind legs, make a bow like a gentleman, shake hands, 
and is fitted to be the showman’s dog, therefore he is wise. 
There is not the slightest desire to see the dog behave as a 
dog. 

In Hard Times, by Dickens, there is another show- 
man with a performing dog, who has had dogs living 
with him over a long period of years, and this showman 
has felt both the reality and the mystery of the dog’s 
mind to such an extent that he finds the mere showman 
attitude quite unsatisfying. 
perplexed about the surprising powers a dog manifests 


judgment day. 

Lytton is right in his picture and Dickens in his, and 
neither showman could be really called scientific; but 
it is beyond all serious question that the second was 


feeling out towards the scientific attitude, while the first | 
was in the attitude of an employer who thinks of the | 
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Note— The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 
Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle” given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most of its workers are volunteers. 
More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 

Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 


Indeed, he becomes so | 


workers he employs as “hands” or the general of his 
soldiers as “‘food for powder.” é 

Now it is not denied that both of these attitudes, the 
economic one of possession and the scientific one of wonder, 
have their place. A man sows a lawn plot with grass seed 
and decides that all plants other than lawn grass ones 
shall be branded as weeds, or he sows a field with wheat 
and desires to destroy daisies, poppies and thistles if 
they seek to grow in this field, and he calls them tares. 
But weeds and tares are words which have no botanical 
or natural history meaning. They are terms of selfish 
convenience, expressive of human desire, not of scientific 
truth. In like manner rats, mice and certain insects 
which trouble man are called by man vermin. But in 
the scientific classification of life the word vermin has 
no place, and though we may exploit other forms of life 
for our own ends, and human history in this respect 
nauseates with its dreadful cruelty, yet in science man is 
only one of the many, many forms of life, and he must 
learn to see himself comparatively—morphologically as 
the biologist would say—in a kind of brotherly or family 
relationship both as regards his body and his mind. 
And this is not only the scientific, it is the Christian 
attitude—the lily arrayed in a greater natural glory than 
the humanly imposed majesty of a king; sparrows, two 
sold for a farthing; sheep; and last, man; and yet God’s 
providence and care for all. 

Vivisection as a method is on a par with the first show- 
man’s attitude; the animals used for experiments are 
investments to save man from disease. It is a wholly 
mercenary relationship, and the scientific story of life is 


_ lost sight of in the hope that results profitable to man 
a human audience, which he can perform. He can stand © 


will be obtained. The farmer may be excused for tearing 


_ up and ruthlessly destroying the poppy he finds endangering 


his cornfield, but not the artist who muses over its won- 


_ derful delicate colour, still less the scientist, knowing 
_ its development and perhaps lost in wonder at its wonder- 


_ ful seed case. 
| this exploitation aspect he begins to lose the vision of 


The very moment a man thinks of life from 


higher realities in its artistic, scientific and religious 


_ aspects. 


Weed and vermin are as meaningless terms to 


_ the naturalist as refuse and waste products are to the 


_ vivisector is fogging his own scientific vision. 
that he puts the solution of them off until some larger | 


In vivisection the 
It is not 
accident that Charles Darwin, the greatest of the world’s 


scientific chemist and geologist. 


_ naturalists, should have given up sport and himself 


stated that he could not vivisect. The anti-vivisec- 
tionist’s mind is really the true scientist’s mind, the 
method of the vivisectionist is a bad method. 

Is there a better alternative? The writer must leave 
this question to a later issue. 
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CANCER AND ANIMAL TORTURE. 


Interesting Correspondence on Cancer Research Methods. 


ZHE following correspondence 
has passed between the Secre- 
tary of the British Empire 
Cancer Campaign, ostensibly 
representing certain musical 
authorities, and Dr. Gertrude 
Best (Mus.D.), a member 
of our Gloucester Branch. 


19, Berkeley Street, 
London, W.1. 
March 6, 1925. 


Dr. G. Best, L.R.A.M., 
The Studio, Gloucester. 


DEAR Mapam,— 

As you are probably aware, the{British Empire Cancer Campaign, 
under the Presidency of H.R.H. The Duke of York, K.G., and 
Chairmanship of the Right Hon. Viscount Cave, G.C.M.G., P.C., 
was founded 18 months ago by all official bodies carrying out 
Cancer Research in the Empire in order to have a central clearing 
house of knowledge, and a central agency for the collection of 
funds, to enable researchers into the causes and cure of cancer to 
carry on their work at maximum efficiency. 

A big effort is being organised through the medium of the 
Orchestral and Choral Societies throughout the Kingdom to assist 
them, and we appeal to you to organise a concert on behalf of this 


splendid humanitarian cause, feeling assured that you will not | 


hesitate to respond. 

The subject is one of great importance, not only to this country 
but to the whole world, as the Registrar General’s figures of cancer 
econ for 1923 in England, Scotland and Wales alone were 

It is only by unrelenting effort that this scourge will be eventually 
mastered, and continuity of financial aid alone can make this end 
possible. We are confident of your support and look for your 
sympathetic co-operation as soon as you have been able to submit 
the matter to your Committee. Your reply should be addressed 
to the Honorary Secretary, Choral Societies of Great Britain 
Appeal Committee, British Empire Cancer Campaign, 19, Berkeley 
Street, London, W.1. 

We remain, yours faithfully, 


(Signed) Hucu ALLEN, 
Director of Royal College of Music, London. 
Epcar L. BAINTON, 
Principal, Conservatoire of Music, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
FRANK BATEs, 
Conductor, Norwich Choral Society. 
WALFORD DavIEs, 
Director, University of Wales, National 
Council of Music. 
ARTHUR FAGGE, 
Conductor, London Choral Society. 
W. H. Hapow, 
Chairman, British Federation of Musical 
Competition Festivals. 
LANDON RONALD, 
Principal, Guildhall School of Music, 
London. 
The Studio, Gloucester. 
March 14, 1925. 
DEAR SIR,— 


I duly received your letter dated March 6, informing me that 
“‘a big effort is being organised through the medium of the Orchestral 
and Choral Societies,” to assist the “British Empire Cancer 
Campaign” with funds, and you ask me ‘“‘to organise a concert 
on behalf of this splendid humanitarian cause.” 

I shall be very happy to comply with the wishes of the promoters 
of this movement, providing I am furnished with a guarantee that 
Cancer Research under these new auspices will be conducted apart 
from experiments on sentient animals. 

As is well known, Cancer Research has been conducted for nearly 
a quarter of a century by the “‘Cancer Research Fund” at the cost 
of some. £7,000 per annum, and I understand that this “ Fund” 


possesses a very large invested capital at the present time, sub- 
scribed by philanthropic persons in response to similar appeals 
to those which your new organisation now presents. 

During the long period of 23 years, the annual reports show that 
hundreds of thousands of sentient and sensitive creatures have been 
tortured with a view to solving this sad mystery, but that not one 
human life has been saved in consequence. On the contrary, 
cancer has increased by leaps and bounds, until the mortality 
reaches the terrible height quoted in your letter. 

In view of these facts, I am anxious to be assured that methods 
will be adopted of a different nature from those which have proved 


| to be so valueless and cruel in the past; for no such terms as “‘a 


splendid humanitarian cause” could be applied to the methods 
which have hitherto been adopted. They have, on the contrary, 
been the means of causing untold pain and suffering and lingering 
death to multitudes of innocent creatures, which is altogether 
outside the range of humanitarianism. 

I therefore await your definite assurance and official guarantee 
upon this point before undertaking to comply with your request. 

Iam, dear Sir, yours faithfully, 
GERTRUDE BEST. 


19, Berkeley Street, 
London, W.1. 
March 16, 1925. 
DEAR Mapam,— 

Iam duly in receipt of your letter of the 14th instant. It isa fact 
that Cancer Research has been carried [on] by the Imperial Cancer 
Research Fund for over 20 years, but at the same time it has been 
carried out by other older and well-known Societies, such as the 
Cancer Research Department of the Cancer Hospital, Fulham Road, 
S.W., The Cancer Research Department of the Middlesex Hospital, 
W.1, the Marischal College, Aberdeen, Christie Hospital, Manches- 
ter, St. Mark’s Hospital, City Road, E.C., and a large number of 
small Cancer Research centres. It is owing to the progress made 
in research work that called for the necessity of a central body who 
should co-ordinate, not only Cancer Research, but to obtain public 
funds for the purpose of maintaining all these bodies at their 
maximum efficiency. Thus the British Empire Cancer Campaign 
was called into being, and its Governing Council consists of repre- 
sentatives of all the above-mentioned bodies, together with a 
certain number of financial experts and laymen to assist in the 
general cause. 

We cannot foretell the further rate of progress, but if it follows 
the normal course, which the discovery of insulin did in the case of 
diabetes, it is anticipated that the progress will be rapid. As 
to vivisection we have strongly emphasised this, that the work of 
sentient animals which are used as a medium for testing the effect 
of X-Ray and Radium, etc., are vats and mice only, and to anumber 
of our supporters, who hold similar views to your own, this reply 
has given complete satisfaction. 

We shall be grateful to you for any help you can see your way to 
accord us in this movement. 

I remain, yours faithfully, 
E. J. C. CHAPMAN, Secretary. 


The Studio, Gloucester. 
April 6, 1925. 
DEAR SIR,— 

I have delayed replying to your letter of the 16th ult. until I 
had made adequate inquiries respecting the statements contained 
therein. 

In the first place, may I say, you do not give me the guarantee 
I asked for, namely, ‘“‘that Cancer Research under these new 
auspices will be conducted apart from experiments on sentient 
animals.” 

You appear to me to evade this point under the statement “that 
the work of sentient animals which are used as a medium for 
testing the effect of X-Ray and Radium, etc., are rats and mice 


only.” You add: “To a number of our supporters who hold 
similar views to your own, this reply has given complete 
satisfaction .”’ 


I am afraid that your reply to your supporters has been mislead- 
ing, as I have now had an opportunity of studying the reports 
of the Cancer Research Fund, and I find that not only have the 
experiments not been restricted to rats and mice, but that the 
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experiments performed upon the latter, judged by the photographs 
and letterpress, have by no means been confined to X-Ray and 


Radium experiments (which could have been and have been | 


tried on human subjects) but include inoculations of a mouse 
tumour (which I understand bears no relation to human cancer), 
resulting in internal growths which appear to extend to at least 
double the size of the creature itself. 

Only recently other cruel and quite unnecessary experiments 
with tar, etc., have been published, with which I am surprised 
you have not become acquainted. 

I think you are premature in concluding that “the discovery of 
insulin” spells “progress,” and is therefore a fitting instance of 
the future of Cancer Research. ‘The most recent statistics I have 
seen of the diabetes death-rate both in Toronto itself and in 
America show that it has increased since insulin was discovered, 
and we know that insulin itself has been directly responsible for 
many fatalities. 

You say that the ‘‘ British Empire Cancer Campaign” was called 
for ‘‘owing to the progress made in research work,” and you speak 
hopefully of a ‘‘further rate of progress,” but may I once more 
draw your attention to your own figures contained in your circular, 
showing that the cancer death-rate is higher than it has ever been 
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before—which points rather to retrogression than to progress. 

I am still willing, however, to help your movement on the 
conditions I have mentioned and I would respectfully ask, there- 
fore, that I may have a direct answer to my question. 


Iam, yours faithfully, 
GERTRUDE BEST. 


19, Berkeley Street, London, W.1. 
April 7, 1925. 
DEAR MapAam,— 
I am duly in receipt of your letter of yesterday’s date, for which 
I am very much obliged. I regret to find that you do not agree 
that insulin has been of advantage to diabetic patients. As to 
your other statements I am obliged by your information. 
I remain, yours faithfully, 
E.J.C.CHapman, Secretary. 


To this no reply was necessary. The writer’s apparent 
ignorance of the whole subject remains as conspicuous 
as his curious manipulation (especially notable in his 
second letter) of the English language. 


Correspondence. 


| Australian Drinking Water. | 


To the Editor of the ‘“‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 


IR,—Having read the account of Dr. Hadwen’s trial, in both 
S ‘“‘ ABOLITIONIST” of December, 1924, and the Daily Mirror of 

October 30, 1924, I am constrained to offer some practical 
evidence, which strongly supports Dr. Hadwen’s assertion, as 
recorded in the “Mirror,” viz., ‘‘Bacteria were not the cause of 
disease, but the result of it.” Here it is. 

In the greater part of Australia, drinking water is obtained 
from galvanised iron roofs, led into the tank from spouting fixed 
round the buildings. The dust, filth and excreta from the intensely 
dry roads is duly blown on to the roof and spouting, from thence 
entering the tanks via the spouting. In prolonged dry periods, 
these tanks become empty, and opportunity is often taken of 
then cleaning them out. It is of this I wish to speak. 

At the bottom of the tanks lie a couple of inches of liquid filth, 
some of it there for years, which has to be scooped out in bucketfuls. 
If bacteria exist anywhere it is surely in such water, but strangely 
enough, all drink it, and, like the Jackdaw of Rheims, nobody 
seems one penny the worse! I may add the following additional 
facts. 

The hot sun beating on the outside of these tanks—they are 
completely enclosed, with exception of mesh-covered manhole 
at top for water ingress—heats the water inside to a very appre- 
ciable degree, which should thus assist bacteria development. 
Also every fresh inflow of water into the tank stirs up this deposit 
of filth, which normally takes two or three days to settle. Since, 
however, people must have water, this stirred up fluid is drunk 
as it is! Water from these tanks is also put in ‘‘water bags’”— 
long, round bags of canvas, fitted with taps—and after a time 
someone complains that the water is ‘‘tasting,”” and upon washing 
out, a jelly-like slime is thickly coated over bottom and sides of 
bag; again the ideal breeding ground of bacteria. 

Last, and not least, the water from the tank may taste “rotten, ” 
and investigation shows a dead and decaying frog, in any stage of 
decomposition, floating therein! Nice, isn’t it? And the tanks 
hold 1,000 gallons each and take some “tainting” before discovery. 
And still, “ No one one penny the worse!” Long before contacting 
this Abolitionist movement, I remarked to my wife—after cleaning 
out a particularly dirty tank—‘‘ There must be something wrong 
with this germ theory of the doctors; we’d all be dead if it were 
true!” The great Dr. Livingstone also noted the same results in 
his African travels, where water was so polluted, and similarly 
here, in the bush, as to require running through a handkerchief 
to obtain a drinkable fluid at all. And he noted it was used without 
ill effects. 

But there’s another side to this matter, which may help to 
explain it; the naturally hygienic one. We live in sunshine’s 
rays—and fierce ones—almost daily. Children, and many adults, 
go barefoot on the sun-heated ground, lightly and scantily clad. 
Houses stand mostly in their own grounds, and, in country dis- 
tricts, not touching their neighbour’s dwellings, so that King Sol 
gets everywhere with his healing rays. The ground does not 
become “‘slop soaked” and permanently damped, and the w.c.’s 


are, in all cases, built right away from the houses, the little sentry- 
box affairs forming quite a feature upon approaching any country 
town. 

Here, then, are the natural conditions promoting health, and 
the ‘“‘liquid death” we drink becomes harmless. 

Why! oh, why, will not the heavily lettered members of the 
medical faculty give facts like these their proper significance ? 
Of what use is it to try and twist Nature’s methods to man’s 
theories, which alter daily? 

What is to be said in view of the above, the details of which are 
unchallengeable, and the common procedure of this country? 
It certainly does look as if: ‘‘ Bacteria were not the cause of 
disease, but the result of it.” Faithfully yours, 

February 7, 1925. ENGLISH-AUSTRALIAN. 

[Rain water as it falls through the air becomes highly 
aerated, which not only makes it healthy and pleasant 
but the greater solubility of oxygen in the water counter- 
acts any minor impurities derived from microscopic 
plants of the lowest order which are apt to grow in it. 
The small amount of organic matter which finds its way 
into rainwater receptacles, such as those described by 
our correspondent, is quickly decomposed by the bacteria 
present, and falls to the bottom of the tank as harmless 
sludge. The absence of contamination with human 
excreta is the point of essential value in drinking water 
of this description.—Ep. ABOLITIONIST.] 


| How Animals Bear Pain. | 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 
“Leigh,” Finchley. 
January 15, 1925. 

S1r,—In your January issue you refer to some experiments on 
90 dogs described in the American Journal of Physiology. It is 
related that the poor animals underwent ‘‘total removal of the 
liver.” Yet the dogs “in many instances appeared normal, 
walking around as long as 24 hours after operation, and it is men- 
tioned that the animal wagged its tail.” 

That great surgeon, Lawson Tait, once graphically described 
the difficulty of knowing when an animal was “‘ normal” or otherwise. 
In a correspondence with the late Sir Victor Horsley, carried on 
in the Rock, December 23, 1892, he writes:—‘‘I have kept many 
pets and, like others, have grieved to see them ill and dying 
slowly. I never could tell what was the matter with them because 
they never could tell me such facts as my human patients at once 
place before me. I have found my favourite horse and cat die of 
peritonitis and neither veterinary surgeon nor myself suspected 
the nature of their case. I could not even induce my poor cat to 
lie quiet on a warm couch by the fireside; he would go out. On 
post-mortem examination I found abundant evidence of the fearful 
agony in which he spent at least a week, yet he rubbed against us, 
let me lift him up and purred as usual.” 

Yours sincerely, A. PARKER. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
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LEGAL TORTURE OF GUINEA-PIGS. 


NE would have 
thought that the 


ignited gasoline fumes 
and caused the fire. The 


outcry against the defendants declared that 
roasting alive of two ; Pen the men could not have 
guinea-pigs to prove an ey N LF TAY, worked in atmosphere 
unimportant point in hk ate 0 WMT TT so heavily charged with 
connection with the (itn! AS a We) MT: fumes as to catch fire, 
suicide of Mrs. Sheatsley "WI NY A and to prove this a test 


would have made a was made in Court with 
judicial authority in the 
U.S.A. hesitate before 
again employing guinea- 
pig torture for a similar 
purpose. But the Cali- 
fornian papers tell us 
that (to quote the one 
from which our illus- 
tration is taken) 

“three guinea-pigs were tor- 
tured on the altar of justice 
in Brooklyn Supreme Court 
before Justice Lazansky yes- 
terday [i.e., March 24,1925], 


Vs ae SX Yi} three live guinea-pigs. 

} NSS “The pigs shook convul- 
N : \ P 

Sa \\\ \\\s sively and were unable to 
.. \\ stand the confinement in the 
. jars: 

The ‘“‘altar of jus- 
tice’ is a strange des- 
cription of the gas-filled 
glass jar on the table, 
at which the judge ap- 
pears to be looking with 
amused curiosity, while 
one poor little creature 
in the $100,000 damage suit cowers inside and an- 
which Mrs. Petra Egenes has other is about to be 
instituted against the Morse thrown in. What had 
Dry Dock and Repair Co., of Brooklyn, for the death of her husband, | uinea-pigs done? ‘* Justice’? was certainly not 
Leonard O. Egenes, employed on the Steamer ‘Egremont | pe Ue ps : 4 id tal 4 / oe 
Castle.’” | accorded to them. It is disgraceful that the sufferings of 


This man died in a fire that damaged the ship when in | animals should be so lightly regarded as never to weight 
dock, and his widow contends that acetylene torches | the balance against the solution of some point in law. 


HOW TO ANSWER. 


(Continued from April.) 
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E may now consider other questions commonly obviously absurd to pick out typhoid from the 
put at meetings, continuing our series under allied diseases, and attribute the reduction in 
the letter S. | that alone to inoculation. 
S. (3) Q.—Who was responsible for the improved 
(1) Q@.—What has’ SANITATION done to banish Sanitation ? 
disease? A —Originally, Lord Roberts, who was so shocked 
A .—It has entirely rid this country of plague, cholera, at the amount of fever in the Boer War, due to 
typhus and smallpox as it used to be understood defective sanitation, that he instituted a special 
(for the mild disorder now called ‘‘smallpox’’ service of sanitary workers and attached them 
has practically no death-rate). All these diseases to the military units. The difference between 
used to scourge the country, different names, the South African War and the European War in 
such as “Black Death” or “‘Sweating Sickness,” _ regard to typhoid was entirely due to this 
being given to some forms, probably of plague. | improvement. 
Single cases of any of these diseases may now and | (1) Q.—Has not vivisection produced an antidote to 
then be introduced from abroad, but, with isola- SNAKE POISON? 
tion of the victim and care, they appear as mere | A .—Experiments are always being made with this 
accidents and do not spread. All the minor | object, but even if a serum or vaccine were dis- 
fevers are likewise disappearing, but more slowly. | covered, its use would hardly be practical. 
Perfect sanitation would put an end to them. | When a man is unexpectedly bitten by a snake, 
They were only Nature’s revenge for disregard | what he wants is something simple and handy. 
of her laws. | Such a remedy is permanganate of potash, 


(2) Q.—What effect had Sanitation in the War? 
A.—It was sanitary measures, and especially the 


which is easily carried. Its value was discovered 
by the innocent method of mixing it with the 


provision of a pure water supply, which reduced | venom outside the body, when it was found that 
the number of typhoid cases. Sir Malcolm | it destroyed the venom. A great drawback to 
Morris, in one of the Chadwick Lectures delivered serum treatment is that a different kind of serum 
just after the War, said that ‘‘in the main, the | is needed foreach kind of snake, but permanganate 
armies on the Western Front in the late War | of potash appears to answer for all. 


were preserved from the ravages of dysentery, | (1) Q@—Was not SALVARSAN discovered by experi - 
diarrhcea, typhoid, typhus and cholera by good ments on animals, and has it not been very 
sanitation, carried out on Chadwick’s principle valuable? 

of providing a wholesome environment.” It is A —Salvarsan, the German product, and its English 
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| ; : ; > 
imitations, are very dangerous drugs. They | A.—Chiefly paratyphoid, which is exactly the same 


produce arsenical poisoning. Major Lane, a 
well-known expert in syphilis, has condemned the 
use of Kharsivan and the other English products 


and has published a record of deaths from their | 
use. As to Salvarsan, its makers have been | 
attacked in the Prussian Diet (in 1917) on the 

ground that it is a huge swindle, sold at an | 


enormous profit—‘brutal usury’—while the 


doctors had reported hundreds of deaths as due | 


toit. The old-fashioned treatment by mercury is 


much safer and almost universally adopted now. | 
(1) Q.—Did not experiments on animals help to get | 


rid of SLEEPING SICKNESS in Africa? 


A.—Nothing was found to be efficacious except the | 
removal of the natives from the swampy ground | 


where the disease flourished, to other regions. 
All that experiments on animals seem to have 
done was to provide occupation for seekers of a 
supposed germ, and of these alleged causative 
germs several have been found. The Royal Society 
‘“‘confirmed”’ the discovery of one, acclaiming it 
as the proved cause of the disease; but its reputa- 
tion did not last long. After that, a trypanosome 
was in fashion, and probably is now—but it 
cannot be “‘proved”’ better than its predecessor 
was. The numerous germs alleged to cause 
diseases and afterwards discredited show how 
unreliable experiments on animals must be. 


(2) Q.—Is not Sleeping Sickness caused by the bite 


of a fly? 


A.—tThe claim has often been positively made, until 


it was discovered that the disease existed in other 
parts of the country where the particular fly was 
not to be found. In fact, the alleged “‘carrier”’ 
has varied like the alleged germ. Some travellers, 
like H. Savage Landor, attribute the disease to 
something eaten or drunk. Dr. Kleine, Director 


of the German Sleeping Sickness Commission in | 
Ikast Africa, after experimentally “‘proving”’ | 


that the parasite of sleeping sickness went through 
a cycle of development in the tsetse fly, came to 


the ultimate conclusion “that the tsetse fly does | 
not convey sleeping sickness as is generally | 
supposed.’ Clearly, then, dogmatism is impos- | 


sible on the matter. 


(1) Q.—What is a SERUM? | 
A .—A serum is part of the blood of a poisoned animal. | 


The animal usually selected is a horse, but 
donkeys, mules, buffaloes and other large animals 


are also used. Products of disease, usually — 
germs, are injected repeatedly into the animal, | 


causing feverishness, swellings, etc. After an 


interval the blood is drawn off—about 16 pints | 


at a time—and the clear fluid which rises to the | 


top is the serum. 


dt 


(1) Q0.—Was not TYPHOID practically eliminated 


during the Great War by inoculation ? 


A.—The good sanitation on the Western Front 
banished not only typhoid, but other diseases | 


against which there was no inoculation. In 
Gallipoli, Mesopotamia, and other centres of the 


war, there was a terrible toll of sickness. It isa | 
matter of comparative unimportance that it was | 


labelled by other names; the men suffered just 
the same. 


(2) Q.—What names were used to disguise typhoid ? 


A.—It has a death-rate. 


as typhoid. The only pretence of a distinguishing 
feature is a slight difference in a germ. Some- 
times the cases were called dysentery. But 
that the symptoms were indistinguishable from 
typhoid may be gauged by the fact that a well- 
known  bacteriologist, Fleet-Surgeon Bassett 
Smith, told the Royal Society of Medicine on 
November 23, 1915, that ‘“‘he had come to the 
conclusion that all cases from the Near East 
labelled as dysentery should be regarded as 
probably examples of typhoid fever.” 


(3) Q.—But is it not said that paratyphoid is much 


milder than typhoid ? 

That contra-indicates 
‘“‘mildness.”” The official figures given on Novem- 
ber 7, 1917, showed 184 deaths from typhoid and 
48 from paratyphoid. The strange thing is that 
39 of these 48 men had been inoculated, although 
only 62 of the 184 were said to be so. The 
object seems to have been to show how many 
uninoculated men died of typhoid; but the figures 
incidentally showed that the inoculated were put 
into the “‘ paratyphoid”’ list. They died also, and 
39 out of 48 is a much worse proportion than 62 
out of 184. (The actual equivalent should be 
16, not 39.) 


4) Q.—Do you attach value to these figures ? 
A.—No; I merely copy our opponents’ method of 


argument and show that it “cuts both ways.” 
The statistics of the war are absolutely unre- 
liable. The usual fatality from typhoid in the 
civil population is about 14 per cent. Before 
inoculation was begun in our Army, when all 
the men were uninoculated, that average was 
slightly lower—-12 per cent. among the first 600 
cases. Later, when it was desired to show the 
value of inoculation, it was said that 6 per cent. 
were inoculated as against 20 per cent. un- 
inoculated. Obviously, the classeshad been mixed 
to create this difference, otherwise the uninoculated 
death-rate would have remained the same. 


(5) Q.—Can you quote anything about this playing 


with statistics, beyond inference? 


A.—Yes; Doctors Upjohn and Martin confessed that, 


having 325 typhoid cases to classify in 1917, 
they ‘‘regarded those who had been inoculated 
with suspicion,’’ and managed to cast out 300 
of them, only leaving 25 as admitted typhoid 
cases. Other Army doctors, like Lt.-Col. 
Donegan, C.B., have confessed that they were 
told by their superiors to classify inoculated 
typhoid cases as something else, and that they 
did so. 


(6) Q.—Have you actual evidence of the failure of 


antityphoid inoculation, beyond the broad fact 
that some inoculated men did die of typhoid ? 


A .—Dr. Besredka, of the Pasteur Institute, wishing 


to substitute swallowing vaccine for inoculating 
it, had noreason to suppress the facts concerning 
the usual method. He stated: “‘Of 102 patients 
showing typhoid bacilli in the blood, 23 had not 
been vaccinated, 38 had been insufficiently 
vaccinated (1, 2 or 3 times), and 41 had received 
at least four vaccinating injections.” So that the 
more these men were inoculated the more typhoid 
they got, judging typhoid in the orthodox way, 
by the germ. ; 
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(7) 0.—Any other instances? 
A.—The civil population of Germany were inoculated 
by British Order during the British occupation. 
The British Medical Journal (December 18, 
1920), showed that typhoid deaths occurred, 
with a mortality of 15-7 per cent., 
usual, and added: “It is regrettable that the 
incidence and mortality amongst the inoculated 
were so high.’”? Mrs. Stobart tells in her book, 
“The Flaming Sword,”’ how typhoid broke out 


in her hospital unit in Serbia, although every | 


member had been inoculated before leaving 

England, only two months before. Seventeen were 

attacked, and three, including Mrs. Dearmer, died. 

(8) Q.—Was inoculation successful in the other 
Armies? 

A .—It was the same tale everywhere. 

and Canadian soldiers were forced to be inoculated 


or higher than | 


The American 
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over and overagain, yet during the Chateau Thierry | 


offensive, ‘“‘typhoid and the typhoidal diseases” 
are admitted by the Chief Surgeon of the Ameri- 
can Expeditionary Force to have prevailed among 
75 per cent. of the troops. Ninety-five Ameri- 


can soldiers, allfully inoculated Sci Ue hes prot 
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fever in a rest camp in England in July, 1918, and 
it was described at a meeting of the Royal Society 
of Medicine as “‘severe, high-grade typhoid.” 

As to France and Germany, both insisted on 
inoculation. Its compulsory nature in the 
German Army was stated as a fact in the Times 
of February 3, 1915, while the Lancet of the 
previous year (December 19, 1914), informed 
us that “‘antityphoid vaccination had been com- 
pulsory throughout the French Army since last 
March” (z.e., before the war). No doubt was 
expressed during the war of the complete vaccina- 
tion of these other European armies, but as they 
got typhoid, a different story has occasionally 
been told since. The contemporary records are 
very significant. 

(9) Q.—Is Typhoid caused by the typhoid germ? 
A.—Many eminent doctors have described the germ 
as a harmless bacillus existing in normal fecal 
matter. It changes its form according to the 
conditions, and is then called by the different 
names given to “paratyphoid.”’ It is just an 
ordinary inhabitant of the intestines. Drinking 
filth causes typhoid in the majority of cases. 


The Annual NOT 

Members and friends of the British Union are asked to 
make a note of the date of our Annual Meetings. The 
Public Meeting will be held in the Caxton Hall on Thurs- 
day, May 28, at 7.30 p.m. Lt.-Col. Donegan and Dr. 
Hadwen will speak, and we are also expecting to have the 
pleasure of hearing Mr. G. Bernard Shaw. Cards will 
be sent out within a few days, and these can be supplied 
to members for distribution. 


An Interesting Debate. 

On March 30 a very interesting debate on “* Vaccination”’ 
took place at the Sylvan Debating Club, Southampton 
Row. The President, Major R. B. Burney, proposed 
the motion “‘That compulsory vaccination should be 
abolished”’ in one of the ablest speeches we have heard. 
He was opposed by Dr. Fielding Ould, and speeches on 
both sides were contributed in equal number by the audi- 
ence. Visitors being allowed to take part, Dr. Fergie 
Woods, Mr. Swinburne Hanham and Miss Kidd were the 
three who spoke against vaccination, 
speeches being made by members (apparently) of the club. 

The vaccinationists gained the vote, as is usual in these 
discussions in professional circles, where it is a question 


the opposing | 


\ eacetig to plague, colar’ ane typhus, which we have 


succeeded in banishing without any vaccination. The 
lurid description given by the chief speaker of piled-up 
corpses, etc., was quite enough to show why the distant 
places mentioned could not get rid of smallpox! 

The answer to the second point is that among the 
“unvaccinated” children are those who die within a few 
hours or days of birth and all those too delicate to be 
vaccinated, for whom the most orthodox doctor would 
postpone the operation; also that in recent epidemics 
the child population has been practically unvaccinated, 
so that the victims naturally fell in that class. When 
adults are added to children, the higher deathrate is 
among the vaccinated. But what does it matter which 
of two classes shows the higher deathrate, when there is 
practically no deathrate at all? 

The pro-vaccinist speakers had obviously made no real 
study of the subject, and their mental attitude may be 
gauged by the use, on the part of Dr. Fielding Ould, of 
that very curious but very familiar statement that “‘an 
unvaccinated person is a danger to the community’— 


_ a person whose very proximity in tram or omnibus is a 


of dislodging orthodoxy. Weare informed that it was some-_ 
thing of a triumph that the subject could be discussed in | 


the club at all. But no impartial listener could have 
failed to note the greater weight of argument on the 
“heretics’” side, and Major Burney had an easy task 
in disposing of his opponent’s case in his final speech, 
which was delivered with irresistible logic and much good 
humour. 


_ Department of Health for vivisection purposes. 


thing at which to shudder! Those who cultivate fear to 
this extent are probably beyond the range of argument. 


Anti-Vivisectors Score. 

The Humane Society of Rochester, N.Y., has won a 
victory after its struggle with the city officials, who 
sought to force it to hand over stray cats and dogs to the 
At first 
it seemed likely that the work of collecting the strays 


_ would be taken out of the hands of the Society and vested 


The whole of that case appeared to consist of two > 


points: 
is now in certain distant countries, a very terrible disease ; 


(1) That smallpox was once in this country, and © 


in some municipal department; but the humanitarians 
stood firm, and many who had promised to subscribe to 


_ the University Endowment Fund threatened to withdraw 


(2) that when children are attacked (excluding adults | 
from the computation), the unvaccinated die in greater | 
_ nising the good work done by the Society for the city, 


numbers than the vaccinated. 


The first point is answered by the fact that it applies — 


their pledges and turn over the money to the Humane 
Society. The Corporation finally gave way, and, recog- 


decided to withdraw the demand. 
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Stray Dogs and Vivisection. 

One of our members gives us in a letter the following 
narrative, which may help people to realise the dangers 
which the legalised practice of vivisection entails upon 
lost dogs :— 


“You will remember a cutting I sent you with reference to the | 


Veterinary College in Glasgow, offering 5s. for suitable dogs (you 
had a short paragraph in the ABOLITIONIST about it). Only this 


week, a lady who is greatly interested in Anti-vivisection and | 


Animal Welfare caught a man red-handed, dragging a poor little 
emaciated dog which had a sore paw to the College. She forced 
the man to go with her to a veterinary (an animal lover and a 
most humane man), and the poor little creature was mercifully 
sent to the dogs’ paradise. No more suffering for it, and no 
torture in the College! The man, of course, told a tissue of lies. 
This lady gave the man 6s. as he had lost the 5s. It is really too 
terrible to know that these fiends are getting helpless dumb 
creatures every day, and one can do nothing.” 


Scarlet Fever Test. 

There can be no possible explanation, save commer- 
cialism, of the fact that the Times gives an entire column 
(March 25) to the Dick Test for susceptibility to scarlet 
fever. The idea of inoculating everybody, to see whether 
each individual might take scarlet fever, and then 
immunising with an alleged preventive serum, is per- 
fectly fantastic in face of the fact that scarlet fever has 
declined so enormously through simple sanitary measures 
that its final eradication isassured. The Times says that :— 

“In New York and New Jersey Dr. Abraham Zingher, who has 
carried far and wide the immunising of children from diphtheria, 
has already successfully experimented upon nearly 8,000 school 
children and inmates of asylums with the Dick test and the im- 
munising serum for scarlet fever. The work would have gone still 
further by now if it were not for the physical difficulties of pre- 
pee the antitoxin, which must be standardised on human 

eings. 

Guinea-pigs, rabbits, mice, pigeons, dogs and small 
pigs have been the victims of this ‘‘research,’’ and we are 
told that the Doctors Dick 
“succeeded in producing some of the symptoms of scarlet fever, 
but nothing like a characteristic case of the disease. This, however, 
they had hardly expected, but it was typical of their painstaking 
methods that they felt bound, before going further, to confirm 
the conclusions of others about the relative insusceptibility of 
lower animals.” 

In other words, although they knew they could not 
produce the disease in animals, they felt they ought to 
repeat what others had done! Animals are cheap; their 
sufferings don’t matter; and the vivisectors always have 
enough money to live on, so they may as well waste a 
dozen years in fruitless experiment ! Meanwhile, one 
disease after another is being gradually conquered by 
sanitation without any inoculation. 

We note that ‘‘immunisation against scarlet fever’’ is 
being attempted at Birmingham. 


The Boat Race and Inoculation. 

Truth had the following amusing and _ instructive 

remarks to make about the failure of the Oxford crew 
in the recent boat race. 
_ “At the beginning of their training the Oxford crew were all 
inoculated against colds. The result can hardly be regarded as 
a triumph of applied science. Irrespective of what happened on 
Saturday, only two of the crew escaped illness during training, 
and one was unable to row at the last. 

“Those who did not have colds had something worse; and it 
may well be suspected that, so far as the inoculation prevented 
colds, it caused a liability to other complaints. Something 
wrong with the serum perhaps. But I wonder what the trainers 
of 30 or 40 years ago would have said to a proposal to put men 
through a medical operation as a first step to perfect fitness!” 


The Nome Stunt. 
_ The Los Angeles Daily Times of March 18 had a page 
illustrating the arrival of antitoxin into Nome by dog- 
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sledge. One of the pictures is that of a group of nearly 
40 children, and below is printed the astounding false- 
hood :—‘ Many of these children perished.”” Only 22 cases 
of diphtheria and five deaths (one paper said six) were 
reported ! 

Another absurdity in connection with the Nome scare 
is the proposal to erect a statue to Balto, leader of the dog 
team, in the Central Park of New York. This idea 
must have originated with the serum manufacturers; a 
particular vaccine company has certainly been one of 
its leading advocates; and the humour of the sittation 
lies in the fact that Balto is not even dead! They did 
their best to kill the poor faithful creature and his 
companions, sending them on an entirely needless journey, 
even if antitoxin were the boon it professes to be, for it 
could have been more quickly and easily conveyed by 
They said he was dead; probably, however, 
the team-driver felt that his expedition had been exploited 
enough, and did not feel called upon to oblige the serum 
manufacturers by killing the dog outright. 

But the project of the statue appears to be still under 
consideration, and a protest has been filed against it by 
the Citizens’ Medical Reference Bureau, as reported in 
the Philadelphia Public Ledger of April 2. Their com- 
munication represents that the placing of such a statue 
would be in the interests of medical propaganda, and 
would place diphtheria antitoxin in a false light before 
the public, as of unquestioned value, whereas the 
contrary belief is expressed by many doctors. 

Apart from the evidence of a cunning scheme, what 
comment can be made upon the sentimentality of thus 
commemorating a dog (not dead) belonging to a region 
5,000 miles away ? 


Monkey Thrown from Aeroplane. 

‘In the interests of science,’ a report from Tokio says 
that Chief Surgeon Wakatsuki, of the Japanese Naval 
Aerial Corps, undertook to drop a live monkey from an 
airship at a height of 200 metres “‘to observe the effect 
of the fall on the animal’s internal organs.”” The news 
was cabled over to British Columbia, from the Press of 
which country we quote. We can only hope that the 
unhappy creature was killed outright. 


Vaccination Stunt in Canada. 

Our Press has been inundated with the report that the 
authorities in British Columbia are insisting upon the 
vaccination of every individual, under penalty of heavy 
fines. They are, to judge by the Press, encountering 
much resistance. We notice that the excuse given for 
this tyranny—an ‘‘epidemic of smallpox’—means 
nothing more than that the ‘‘mild type,”’ to which we 
have become accustomed in this country and about which 
the doctors cannot make up their minds, is prevalent in 
certain areas. 


The Magistrate. 

The South Western Star ot April 9 reports that a Mr. 
Halkett, J.P., refused to grant a certificate of exemption 
from vaccination to a man who applied on behalf of his 
child, because the man, in his opinion, failed “‘to show 
that vaccination was likely to do active harm.” From 
his subsequent remarks it is quite clear that nothing 
could have convinced this magistrate that the vaccination 
of a healthy child could do harm. He told the man 
‘*“You must find someone more credulous and confiding 
than I am.” And there, surely, he set the man a still 
more impossible task. 
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The following description of the ‘‘ Utopian”’ aims of our 
vivisecting laboratory workers appeared in the Newcastle 
Journal of April 3 and other newspapers. We give it 
verbatim. Apparently, this is the kind of thing meant 
when the alleged unravelling of the mysteries of 
**Endocrinology”’ (the influence of certain glands upon 
the body) are brought forward as a hopeful indication 
of progress :— 

MAN TWO MILLION YEARS HENCE. 
Bulging Brow, Splinter-like Body—and Hoofs! 
GLAND CONTROL. 

A large head with a bulging brow, supported on a body like a 
splinter of wood, with short arms and legs, and perhaps hoofs 
instead of feet. 

This is the picture of the man and woman of two million years 
hence—ugly, weak, and clever—drawn by Professor Conrad 
Tharaldsen, Professor of Zoology in the North-Western University, 
Chicago. The man of the future will, says the professor, be largely 
the result of gland control. 

Professor Tharaldsen, who has gained considerable fame since 


his appointment six years ago, declares that we have already | 


started on this road. Many professors have attempted to look 
into the future, but none so far as he. There will, he thinks, 
be little use for muscle in that dim period, and consequently there 
will be little muscle. 

“We are going towards that place which we shall never reach— 
Utopia,” he states. ‘“‘What we are 
doing is gradually fitting the — 
individual to the mating of germ | P2NN 
cells that have 16,777,216 chances —_~ 
of variation, and it is the useful 
variations that survive. 

BRAIN GROWING. 

“In future glands also will have 

a greater function to perform. By 


regulating the glands we can produce (4!)} | TU) iN 


children who will be workers, and 
have intellectual interests—in other 
words, we can regulate reproduction. 
A British contemporary of mine i N/a 
predicts that in a period of from half we ‘ Ye 
a million to two million years, Wy : 
babies will be born and developed YY >. 
outside the human bodyenvironment. Yyyy Al 
“Meantime,” continued Professor |//~Z/Z;QvAW 
Tharaldsen, ‘‘ man’s brain is growing, EAR? SE \ é 
and the constant growth will 
demand a much larger skull with & 
a bulging brow. The man of the 
future will probably have to wear 
glasses. Some of the physical assets 
will be lost with the increase in 
brain power. We are getting near- 
sighted and losing our sense of smell. 
“Except for hardiness and the power to withstand disease, 
physical bulk means nothing nowadays.” 


Dishonourable Medical Tactics. 

On drawing the attention of the American Medical 
Association to the fact that its organ Hygera had wrongly 
anticipated the decision of the Gloucester jury by declar- 
ing that Dr. Hadwen had caused the “‘needless death of a 
child” and failing to report the jury’s subsequent verdict, 
the Secretary of the British Union received the following 
letter :-— 

American Medical Association, 
535, North Dearborn St., 
Chicago. 
March 27, 1925. 
DEAR MaDAm,— 

Your letter of March 5 has been received. We do not feel that 

anything is to be gained by entering into any correspondence 


concerning material that may have been published relative to 
Dr. Hadwen. 


Very truly yours, 
Morris FISHBEIN. 


The Wrong Serum. 
Sam Dreben, a well-known hero of many battlefields, 
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“Tt seems to be developing along the right lines, I think we might 
enter it for next month’s baby show.” 


has been killed by administration of ‘‘the wrong serum” 
at the office of Dr. Brem, Los Angeles. Dr. Brem will 
be remembered as one of Dr. Hadwen’s chief opponents 
when he toured in California. 


Hampstead’s Torture House. 

We were glad to learn that Mr. Ramsay Macdonald 
has bought the house previously occupied by one of our 
members, overlooking the grounds of the Medical Research 
Institute at Mount Vernon, Hampstead. Mr. Frank 
Freeth commented as follows upon his acquisition of the 
property in a letter to the Hampstead Advertiser of April 2: 

“He will perforce see in those grounds the wretched victims of 
that research which has never done any human being any good 
and never will, and will hear the agonizing cries of poor, unoffend- 
ing cats and dogs subjected alive to tortures that would disgrace 
the Spanish Inquisition; and I doubt not that a man of his sense 


| and sensibility will be fired with indignation and use all his own 


influence and that of his followers to have the vile thing done 
away with. With his own first-hand knowledge he will not be 
put off with the evasive answers in Parliament which are usually 


| given to questions about vivisection by the Minister in office from 


time to time. At any rate, it is confidently to be hoped that he 
will raise his voice in the House of Commons against the huge 
grants of public money to foster a practice which is repugnant 
to the majority of the taxpayers. I commend the cause of justice 

and mercy to animals to his notice.” 


The house was vacated by 
its owners simply because they 
could not bear such close 
proximity to a place of torture. 
It is right that a well-known 
public man should have the 
opportunity of seeing and 


Mm, Waet_A hearing what they saw and 


4 \ h 


heard. 


Schick Test in 
Australia. 

Our Melbourne Branch has 
issued an excellent leaflet 
against the Schick Test for 
Diphtheria, which is _ being 
vigorously pushed in Australia. 
Mr. Basil Parkinson, the 
President, has written to the 
Town Clerk of Melbourne, in 
view of the use of the test in 
schools, asking for “‘the facts and results, as distinct 
from mere medical opinions or advice, upon which the 
test was recommended to the Council.’ He also 
inquired whether parents were given the choice of its 
use, and what was the cost? He received a reply 
mentioning where the test had been used in Europe 
and America, but providing no evidence whatever 
of any alleged beneficial result. The Town Clerk 
appeared to think that the mere fact that so many 
thousand children had been tested provided proof that 
diphtheria had been prevented! He added that the 
parents were told all about it and their consent 
obtained, and that the cost for the year 1924 was 
£179 5s. 10d., of which £141 18s. ld. represented the 
salary of the medical officer engaged upon the work. 
(We wonder how much was received by the medical 
officers in New York, where 400,000 children have 
actually been tested !) 

In the absence of all 
value of this absurd test, 
proposes to distribute their 
school =districts. 


SOND 


attempt at proving the 
our Melbourne Branch 
leaflet widely in the 
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“IS VIVISECTION CRUEL AND FUTILE?”—A SCOTTISH 
DEBATE. 
(By James A. Forsyth, B.L., Secretary, Scottish Anti-vivisection 
Society .) 

We have recently had a debate with a medical man, well 
qualified to make the strongest possible case against us. 

Mr. Dugald Semple had addressed a meeting of the Woodside 
Branch of the I.L.P., when a medical student had contested his 
views and an invitation for a second meeting came, to take the 
form of a debate on “Is Vivisection Cruel and Futile ?”—the 
affirmative to be taken by Dugald Semple, and the negative by 
S. H. Bennett, M.A., M.D., Ch.B. 

Mr. Semple led off. The practice of vivisection, he pointed out, 
was a public question. It was legalised by law and we had to pay 
for it. £130,000 for medical research was contained in the last 
civil estimates. Medical men by no means unanimously approved 
of the practice. There followed quotations of the damning views 
of Lawson Tait, Syme, Fergusson and others, references to which 
were demanded by and instantly furnished to Dr. Bennett; then 
a brief exposition of the 1876 Act and the appalling figures of 
experiments for the year 1923. An account of a few horrible 
experiments, including Dr. Crile’s, followed, the moral question 


was simply but tellingly put, and then ‘‘ What are the results of | 


vivisection ?” asked Mr. Semple. 

The Registrar-General’s statistics showed that the death-rate 
from such diseases as cancer, tuberculosis, diabetes—in respect of 
which vivisectional experiments were being conducted—was 
increasing, while the death-rate from diseases such as measles, 
scarlet fever, whooping cough, which received simple hygienic 
treatment, was falling. Quotations followed from Carlyle, 
Ruskin and Bernard Shaw. 

Dr. Bennett then took the platform. 
the doctor. 

“What a bombardment! What a terrible tirade! What an 
indictment!” he began. “If it is true, then I say that all those 
men and women who defend vivisection or who have practised it 
have perpetrated the greatest possible wrong or greatest series of 
wrongs that have ever been perpetrated by human hands. 


A bluff, breezy man is 


i a 


vivisection is a practice both cruel and futile, then I say that I | 


agree with Mr. Semple that it is one of the blackest blots of our 
civilisation, and men like Mr. Semple are apostles of humanity 
whose courage, wisdom, intelligence and justice will not die 
with them.” He proceeded to protest that medical men had a 
large measure of human sympathy. It was arrogance of the first 
water for the antivivisectionist to say that he had a monoply of 
the humane sense. He denied that vivisection had a brutalising 
effect. “Their practice of vivisection does not in any way 
diminish their sense of devotion to the dumb creatures. They 
love not bird and beast less, and I venture to say that they love 
man more than their detractors do.” (Loud applause from two 
front seats.) 

From this point it became increasingly difficult to follow the 
sequence of Dr. Bennett’s ideas, although there appeared to be 
one dominating idea—a resolve not to answer Mr. Semple, nor to 
disclose the alleged benefits derived by humanity from vivisection. 
A medical man, he exclaimed, examines women, but does not 
therefore hate them. For his part he got to love women more 
the more he saw of them. It was said that Nature demanded that 
the dumb creatures should be allowed to live their lives unmolested 


by men. “Ifa flea crawls up your back, what is your first natural 
impulse? Is it not to crush the flea because it has attacked 
you?” (Voice: ‘You kill the flea, you don’t vivisect it.”) ‘‘If it 


is ethically wrong to vivisect, it is ethically wrong to use a horse 
or other animal for the pleasure or purpose of man. It is quite 
wrong to catch mice by traps; to kill rats by traps; to tie up a 
dog allday inaroom. Suppose a place is infested with rats which 
have bubonic plague, would it be morally wrong for me to advocate 
the extermination of these rats? How many rats equal one man 
in the vivisectionist’s estimation?” 

Then followed something of a peroration. ‘‘ Vivisection is 
ethically justifiable because it is ennobled by the nobility of its 
purpose, by the amount of human suffering which it prevents, 
and by the knowledge which it yields to prevent suffering.” 

He admitted that some experiments, in their after effects, were 
accompanied by a certain degree of discomfort, but the vast 
majority, he said, were inoculations and the operation practically 
painless. He had performed many inoculation experiments, 
and would gladly take any member Of the audience to a vivisection 
laboratory to see these experiments being performed. We were 


then given the figures of experiments for the year 1909 and asked 
to contrast the number with the thousands upon thousands of 
people in the United Kingdom who were lying in their beds suffer- 
ing discomfort from illnesses of various kinds. A moving picture 
of their condition was interrupted by the time-bell, and the learned 
doctor sat down with the words “I have still a huge list of the 
benefits derived from vivisection to narrate.” 2 

The parties had then a further 15 minutes each. Mr. Semple 
argued that vivisection was bound to have a demoralising 
effect upon vivisectors. It was pure conceit to claim that 
we were the only moral creatures in the world. Dr. Bennett 
spent half of his fifteen minutes in contending that we were the 
only moral creatures in the world, and then at long last gave us the 
names of famous vivisectors, and the list of benefits derived from 
vivisection :—Galen, Harvey, Hunter, and so on, ending with 
the digcovery of insulin—‘‘not a cure, but a boon”—and Voronoff 
—‘‘the man who rejuvenates aged people.” He resumed his seat 
with a reference to the monkey gland amid delighted laughter and 
applause from the two front seats. 

We had a few minutes for question and discussion, in the course 
of which the medical student took the opportunity of saying that 
“ordinary lay people are not in a position to judge the effect of 
these experiments,” and accused Mr. Semple of believing in pigeon 
shooting, because he had not spoken against it. 

Mr. Semple in his final five minutes emphasised the low depth 
of civilisation to which the monkey gland theory would drag us 
and exploded the case for vivisection so far as it rested on the 
alleged discoveries of Harvey, Hunter and the others. Dr. 
Bennett used his last five minutes by asserting that he had never 
listened to a bigger series of platitudes put down as facts, by 
endorsing the medical student’s view that ‘“‘ordinary lay people” 
could not judge whether the experiments were cruel or not, and, 
presumably as a coup de grace, bya detailed account of Bruce’s 
“discovery” as to Malta fever. 

The vote was then taken and resulted in 31 voting for the 
affirmative and 24 for the negative. Dr. Bennett demanded a 
recount, which resulted in 32 voting for the affirmative and 24 for 
the negative. 

In view of Dr. Bennett’s offer to take any member of his audience 
to a vivisection laboratory, the following letter was addressed to 
him :— 

14, Newton Terrace, Glasgow. 
Dr. S. H. Bennett, M.D., Ch.B., April 2, 1925. 
30, Windsor Terrace, Glasgow, N.W. ; 
DEAR Si1r,—At the debate on the 23rd ultimo under the auspices 
of the Woodside Branch of the Independent Labour Party, you 
were good enough to offer to take any member of your audience 
to a vivisection laboratory. 

This offer was referred to at a recent meeting of my Council, 
and I was instructed to inform you that two members of my Council, 
who were present at the debate, will be very glad to accept your 
offer. 

I shall accordingly feel obliged if you will let me know when 
this visit can be arranged. My members would, however, most 
appreciate permission to visit a laboratory at any time that might 
be most convenient to them. 

Yours fathfully, 
(Signed) JAs. A. ForsytuH, 
Hon. Secretary. 
No reply to this letter has yet been received. 


DEVON AND THE B.U.A.V. 
(By J. Fraser Hewes, Nottingham.) 

“My wife and I were stopping at Halham House, Exmouth, in 
December. One striking feature of this house is its artistic 
chapel, in which a daily service is held, and on Fridays lectures 
are given upon reform, etc., etc. I gave an address on the meanest 
of all trades, the worn-out horse traffic; and on the last Friday 
of our stay I spoke on vivisection. The ever vigilant hon. sec. of 
our Exeter Branch, Miss Frances Howard, had somehow heard of 
my intention and came over with friends from Exeter. I also 
met some of the Exmouth workers. The result was a pressing 
invitation to give an address in Exeter in the near future. I 
agreed if other engagements could be made as it was rather a long 
way to come for one lecture. 

Finally, four lectures were booked—Plymouth, Torquay, 
Exmouth and Exeter. 

Miss Cooper, hon. sec of the Paignton and Torquay Branch, 
was sure that the conditions in sleepy Devon were worse than those 
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anywhere else. I assured her that they could not be worse than 
in a centre of pleasure like Nottingham, but she was very emphatic 
in her preference for pleasure seekers. The conditions are bad 
throughout materialistic England; the need everywhere is for 
“souls on fire” who make this reform the one thing in life to work 
for, just as the suffragettes ignored all conventionality and the 
loss of some people’s good opinion. If those who really love 
animals and detest the existence of hell in ‘“‘Christian” England 
would work as ardently for the dumb and defenceless as the 
suffragettes did in their own interests we would be so much nearer 
the goal. 

People need arousing, and at every meeting they were undoubtedly 
aroused! The meetings were certainly small, but that does not 
matter if people are aroused from that fatal lethargy so that quite 
a fair proportion are inspired with the wish and the will to become 
missionaries in their own spheres. I think that result was attained 
at each of the meetings, the largest of which were at Plymouth 
and Exeter. 

The Rev. Mr. Allwork, who presided at Plymouth, was 
thoroughly in sympathy with our cause, and two or three other 
clergymen were also present. 

The Torquay doctor was emphatic in denouncing the present 
medical fashion of treating disease. The reverend gentlemen 
who took the chair at Torquay and Exeter were, I believe, attend- 
ing their first anti-vivisection meetings, and should be a source 
of strength to each of those Branches. 

At Exeter and Exmouth that fearless exponent of truth, Major 
Reginald Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., gave addresses on 
“Diphtheria and Antitoxin,” which were listened to with great 
interest, and the reports next day would, of course, reach a much 
wider area. 

Mr. W. J. Delderfield, Editor of an Exmouth paper, took the 
chair, and in wishing ‘‘good-bye” told the writer he was a 
“veritable tornado” ! 

The meetings necessitated considerable expense and effort, 
but I am sure they were worth it. Hearty thanks are due to the 
three hon. secretaries who worked so hard, viz., Miss Sandeman, 
Miss Cooper and Miss Howard.” 

BIRMINGHAM. 

We are glad to hear that our Birmingham Branch, at a Whist 
Drive held on February 28, raised £7 16s. 2d. for their work. 
LONDON. 

Mr. P. Lewis opened his Sunday Meetings in Hyde Park on 
April5. He hopes to be there at 5 o’clock every Sunday evening, 
near the Newspaper Kiosk, Marble Arch, and will be glad of any 
help from friends who can attend. 

MANCHESTER. 

Our Manchester Office and its staff of workers have been kept 
exceptionally busy, appeals for help and advice coming in from 
many quarters. 

Mr. Middleton was invited to give evidence before the Depart- 
mental Committee on Horse Butchery, but owing to important 
public engagements was unable to attend. He sent in a sworn 
statement, and also secured a witness to corroborate Miss A. M. F. 
Cole’s evidence, from close personal observations in England and 
abroad. 

ANIMAL WELFARE WEEK.— On May 5 a public meeting is being 
held in The Memorial Hall, Manchester, in connection with the 
National Council for Animal Welfare. Mr. Middleton is acting 
as Hon. Secretary. Speakers— 

Mr. J. Cuming Walters, M.A., “Horse Butchery.” 

Rev. H. H. Johnson, B.A., “ Vivisection Cruelty.” 

Miss C. E. Andrews (Church of New Age), “Humane Killing 
and Diet.” 

Mr. C. Rawdon Briggs, “Cruel Sports and Humane Education.” 
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Mr. Middleton is speaking in several towns and cities during the 
week, 

Many letters have been sent to the Press during the month, the 
last one on “Cereals, Rickets and Puppies,” attracting much 
attention in several places. We quote therefrom :— 

“As a student of dietetics during the last 25 years, conducting 


| experiments upon myself and friends, and not upon puppies, 


rats and mice, as so often recorded in your columns and medical 
research reports, I challenge directly the scientific value of Prof. 
Mellanby’s research work in this particular matter. 

“Practical research and sound commonsense observations of 
scores of medical men and dieticians of many schools, bear me 
out in the contention that these tests upon puppies only prove 
that animals differ from human beings, so far as certain special 
functions affecting diet, metabolism and gastric secretions are 
concerned. 

“‘As one who is closely connected with a Vegetarian Home for 
Destitute Children, I can testify to the practical fact that children 
brought in, in poor rickety condition, and placed upon a diet 
where white bread and cod liver oil are strictly ruled out, very 
soon regain health, strength and vitality. We need no experi- 
ments upon puppies to teach us the value of good wholesome foods, 
fresh air and sunshine. We are human beings with God-given 
intelligence, we are separated by vast periods of evolutionary 
development from puppies and rats... . 

“TI have carefully perused the M.R.C. reports, especially 
‘Accessory Food Factors,’ No. 38, also the research work of 
Mellanby, Korenchevsky, Mann, Chick, Paton, and others, and 
have no hesitation in saying that a simple commonsense dietary 
of wholemeal bread and other cereals, olive oil, fruits, vegetables, 
nuts and salads, coupled with personal hygiene, and improve- 
ment of environmental conditions, are the chief factors for health 
and efficiency. 

“Mellanby’s work, along with other laboratory research of a 
similar nature, has added little of real value to our stock of useful 
knowledge. Experts in animal experiments constantly differ.” 
SOUTHPORT. 

The meeting recently held in Southport was reported in the 
Southport Visitor under the bold heading ‘“‘The Bishops and 
Vivisection,” and in the Southport Guardian under ‘‘ Poison-gas 
Experiments.” Such titles arrest the attention of the ordinary 
reader. We note that the chairman, the Rev. C. A. Hall, referred 
to the steady, persistent educational methods of the workers in 
this great movement. He reviewed the history of various reforms, 
and proved that the quiet, steady worker is the most powerful 
factor in reform. The vivisectors feared the calm, reasoned 
criticism of the British Union leaders and other literary and 
scientific men and women far more than the violent militants.” 
(We hope they do! The latter were certainly feared !) 
WORTHING. 

A shop campaign was held at 7, Rowlands Road, from March 17 
to 28. Considering the somewhat unfrequented position, the 
result—130 new members, and upwards of 700 signatures to the 
petition—may be reckoned a very satisfactory one. Mr. Maurice 
Toms was in charge, and was assisted by Miss Austin, Mrs. Darmer, 
Mrs. Finlay Heron, Miss Hammond-Shout, Mrs. Hartung, Miss 
Hawkins, Miss Miller, Mrs. Walker, Miss Ward, and the Hon. 
Secretary. The shop was kindly most adequately furnished by 
one of the members of the Branch. The number of members on 
the books now stands at 643. 

The hon, secretary will be “‘at home” to members on the first 
Tuesday of every month from 3 to 6 p.m. On May 5 the hon. 
secretary will give a short paper on “The Origin of the British 
Union” at 3 o’clock, and on June 2 Mrs. Hartung will deliver a 
short address on “‘Fur and Feathers.” 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BLACKHEATH. 

On February 17 Mr. Piggott addressed the New Cross Women’s 
Co-operative Branch and Miss Crofton addressed the Catford 
Women’s Co-operative Guild on March 4, on ‘“‘ The Work and Views 
of Florence Nightingale.” 

On March 9 Mr. Piggott spoke to the Plumstead Women’s 
Co-operative Branch; on March 24 to the Deptford Women’s 


Co-operative Branch; to the Young People’s Co-operative Council | 
at Thornell’s on March 29; to the Greenwich Railway Women on | 


March 31; and to the Greenwich Labour Party on April 1. 
Then on April 3 he gave an address to the Amalgamated 
Engineering Union; on April 7 to the Welling Women’s Co- 


operative Branch; and on April 9 to the Eltham Women’s Labour | 


Section. 
BOLTON. ~° 
On April 7 the Council of our local Branch met in the Vegetarian 
Café, when Mr. J. Hitchen presided. Arrangements were made 
for the Annual Meeting on April 21 


On April 8 a group meeting was convened by Mr. Alan Crompton, 
to make arrangements for Animal Welfare Week. 

On April 12 Miss Occleshaw addressed the Young Men’s Sunday 
afternoon Brotherhood at the Lads’ Club. The audience, who re- 
ceived the address with marked attention, numbered some 150. Miss 
Occleshaw took as her subject ‘‘Easter Day and its Significance 
to the Animal Creation.” 


BRIGHTON. 


By the arrangement of our Brighton Branch, the Rev. W. J. 
Piggott addressed the I.L.P. on Antivivisection on April 6. 


DUBLIN. 


The Ivish Times of March 31 reported a meeting of our Irish 
Branch held on the previous day at 16, South Frederick Street, 
when Mrs. Hubert Whyte was the speaker. She suggested that 
the Free State should give a lead to European countries by bringing 
out a law against vivisection. 
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EXETER. 

The Western Morning News and Devon Gazette reported a meeting 
held by our local Branch in the Bamfield Hall on March 27. The 
Rev. A. J. Trebilco presided. Major Austin, M.R.C.S.,;L.R.C.P., 
spoke on “Diphtheria and Antitoxin,” and Mr. Fraser Hewes on 
“Do we gain by Experiments on Animals?” 

FINCHLEY. 

The Finchley Press of March 27 reported that Miss Violet Wood 
gave a series of interesting lantern lectures to the children of 
Long Lane School and St. Mary’s School. These were arranged 
by Mrs. Herdman, a member of our local Committee. 

GLASGOW. 

The following appeared in Forward of March 23 :— 

“DEBATE ON VIVISECTION.—‘Is Vivisection Cruel and Futile ?’ 
was the subject of an interesting debate held last night, under the 
auspices of the Woodside Branch of I.L.P. Mr. Dugald Semple 
took the affirmative in the debate, and Dr. S. H. Bennett, M.A., 
M.B., Ch.B., the negative. There was much lively questioning 
and heckling. A vote was taken at the close of the meeting, 
resulting in 32 voting for the affirmative and 24 for the negative.” 

During the past month the following meetings have been held 
under the auspices of branches of the Independent Labour Party 
in the Glasgow districts :— 

Anniesland, March 5; Exchange, March 10; 
March 19; Govan, March 29; Partick, March 29; 
March 31; Shawlands, April 3; Dennistoun, April 7; 
April 9; Parkhead, April 9. 

These meetings, which were partly addressed by Mr. Dugald 
Semple and partly by Mr. Herbert Brown, were very successful, 
sympathetic hearings being given and keen discussions taking 
place. Further Independent Labour Party meetings have been 
fixed, and it is also hoped to have meetings next session under the 
auspices of the other political parties. Open-air meetings to be 
addressed by Mr. Brown are about to commence. 

HASTINGS. 

On April 9 Mrs. Pratt gave a public lecture on “ Anti-vivisection” 

at 6, White Rock Gardens, under the auspices of the Theosophical 


Society. 
HULL (WILBERFORCE). 

The second Annual Meeting of the Wilberforce Branch was held 
at the Metropole on March 26. The Chairman, the Rev. Edwin 
Dalton, D.D., was unable to be present, so Rabbi Louis Miller 
kindly consented to preside. He said he had pleasure in doing 
so because the Hebrew community were in sympathy with the 
general principles of our movement and were strongly opposed to 
all forms of cruelty. He paid an eloquent tribute to the organising 
abilities of Mr. and Mrs. Knight as honorary secretaries, and con- 
sidered the reports were excellent. Mr. Palmer, of Anlaby, 
supported. The officers were unanimously re-elected and Rabbi 
Louis Miller and the Rev. Isaac Aarons were elected on the Com- 
mittee. The Eastern Morning News, Hull Evening News, and 
Hull Daily Mail, published reports of the meeting. 

LIVERPOOL. 

The Annual Meeting of the Liverpool Branch was held in Castle’s 
Restaurant, Dale Street, on March 26. After the transaction of 
the usual business, Mr. Middleton gave a very interesting address 
on the Anti-vivisection Movement, and this was followed by 
musical selections kindly given by Mr. Ellinson and friends. 
The proceedings terminated with light refreshments and social 
intercourse. A number of strangers attended and asked questions 
and several enrolled as members. 

Mr. Joscelyne, although far from well, carried through the 
arrangements with great efficiency and gave a report of the work 
done during the year. Mr. W. Jones presided and referred to the 
excellent work done by the secretary and others. 


MANCHESTER. 

On March 18 Mr. Middleton was invited to give an address on 
“The League of Nations and Vivisection,” before the Pacifist 
Fellowship, in the Friends’ Institute. Mr. Smith presided and 
spoke of the great importance of the subject. A very good discus- 
sion took place after Mr. Middleton’s address, in which valuable 
points were advanced by various members of the audience, amongst 
them Mr. Hunter, Mr. Martin, Mr. Clayton and Mr. Kerkham. 

On March 26, at the British Union Discussion Meeting, Victoria 
Street, Mr. V. Wilson gave a very good address on ‘‘ What do we 
mean by Animals’ Rights?” Mr. J. T. Egerton presided. The 
speaker dealt with the matter from the ethical aspect and discussed 
the practical application of ideas. Mr. F. E. Cox, Mr. J. E. 
Dorsett, Mrs. Middleton and others took part. A report appeared 
in the City News. 

A public meeting was held in The Memorial Hall on April 7. 
The Rev. J. C. Dalrymple presided and gave an excellent address 
on “Biblical Hygiene.” He vigorously condemned vivisection, 
vaccines and serums, and urged that the Church should do her duty. 
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Major Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., gave a splendid address on 
“The Cruelty and Danger of Antitoxins,” revealing the evil 
nature of vivisection. A good audience followed the speakers 
with deep interest. Questions and discussion took place, Mr. 
E. Newton, Mr. F. E. Cox, Mr. J. T. Egerton and others con- 
tributing. Mr. Middleton moved a strong resolution condemning 
vivisection. Mr. J. Compton, C.C., J.P., M.P., was detained 
in the House of Commons, and was unable to speak. He sent a 
message of good wishes. 

On the same day, in the Memorial Hall, at 6.30, the Annual 
Business Meeting of our Manchester, Salford and District took 
place. The Rev. J. C. Dalrymple presided. The Report showed 
splendid and vigorous activity, and the Manchester Guardian gave 
a good report. Mr. J. E. Dorsett spoke eloquently on the evil 
of vivisection. Mr. Dalrymple referred to the hard work of Mr. 
Middleton and other friends. 

Messages of goodwill were read from Members of Parliament, 
City Councillors, Mr. Haydon Leggett, F.R.C.V.S., and his wife, 
Mrs. Bently Capper, and a host of friends. 

PRESTON. 

On March 23 a public meeting was arranged by our hon. sec. and 
committee, in the Orient Rooms, Friargate. Mr. A. Middleton 
gave an address on ‘‘Topical Health Matters,” surveying the 
many vivisectionist claims, and the Press advertisement campaign. 

Mrs. Dorothy Ward presided, and gave a most excellent address 
on the ‘‘Moral Forces behind our Work, and the Claims for the 
Defenceless.” A good discussion took place on various aspects 
of experimental research. 

The Preston Herald of March 28 had a good report of a meeting 
held at the Café Orient on March 23, when Mrs. Ward (hon. sec.) 
presided and the speaker was Mr. Middleton. 

READING. 

On March 4 Mrs. M. E. Richards gave an address on Vivisec- 
tion to the West Reading Women’s Adult School (having been 
recommended from the East Reading W.A.S.). The Secretary, 
Mrs. Gardiner, gave her a very cordial welcome, and the members 
were keenly interested in the address. Afterwards, by request, 
Mrs. Richards gave the Bible Lesson, taking the opportunity of 
emphasising her previous teaching against cruelty. 

SOUTHAMPTON. 

Mr. B. G. Horniman was the speaker at the weekly meeting of 
St. Barnabas’ Women’s Club on Monday, March 23, when he spoke 
for about an hour on Vivisection. The club has been in exist- 
ence for about 10 years, and the weekly lectures are its chief 
feature, but this was the first time that the members had been 
addressed on the subject of vivisection. At the close the President, 
Mrs. Whichello, the wife of a local doctor, said they had all been 
deeply impressed. They had been apt to take too much for 
granted of what they were told by the medical profession, but she 
thought that after hearing Mr. Horniman’s address they would be 
reluctant to believe that such cruelties could be regarded as 
inevitable as they had been taught to believe. Questions were 
asked and membership forms asked for. 

SOUTHPORT. 

The Southport Visitor of April 2 and the Southport Guardian had 
excellent reports of a meeting of our local Branch, over which the 
Rev. C. A. Hall presided on March 31. Mr. Middleton was the 
speaker, and he was supported by Mrs. Cartwright, Mr. Webb, 
the Rev. J. C. Dalrymple and Miss Robinson. 

j TORQUAY. 

The Torbay Express and Torbay Herald bad long reports of a 
meeting of our local Branch, held at Addison’s Café on March 24. 
The Rev. J. E. Davis presided, and the speaker was Mr. Fraser 
Hewes, whose vigorous remarks on the unfortunate apathy of the 
clergy in regard to the sin of vivisection gave the opportunity for 
large and displayed headlines which aroused attention. 

WESTON -SUPER-MARE. 

The Weston-super-Mare Gazette reported a meeting of our local 
Branch, held on March 26 at the Town Hall. Mr. J. Pagesmith 
presided, and the speaker was Miss Kidd, who took as her subject 
“What is Vivisection?” On the same afternoon Miss Kidd met 
the Committee at the Royal Hotel (where she was hospitably 
entertained by the proprietors) and gave them an account of 


Dr. Hadwen’s trial. 
WILLESDEN. 

The Willesden Citizen and Willesden Chronicle gave good reports 
of the Annual Meeting of our Willesden and Cricklewood Branch, 
held on April 4 at the Friends’ Meeting House, Harlesden. There 
was a good attendance. Alderman Mackenzie, J.P., who pre- 
sided, expressed a wish to retire after long service, and proposed 
the election of Mr. Golding as President of the Branch. Mr. 
Golding, after responding, took the chair, and Miss Kidd gave 
an address on ‘‘The Significance of the Hadwen Trial.” An 
enjoyable tea was provided prior to the meeting by Mrs. Reavill, 
Mrs. Goodall and Mrs. Golding. 
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Branches and Federated Societies of the British Union. 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin,:c/o E. Wi 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. Tg 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. WILLMER, 43, Englishcombe Park, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH—Hon. Sec., Mrs. HoLiinDALe, 27, Linden Road, 
Bexhill-on-Sea. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs. OLp. Hon. Sec., Miss H. EGAn, 
98, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, COUNTESS DE RIVAs. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Crorron, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANSLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss E. OccLeEsHAw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEWITT. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Epnwarp Reeves, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Rawson, 8, Northdale Road, 
Frizinghall, Bradford. : 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec.. Miss L. Wricut, 30, Prudential Buildings, Brighton. 
(For Hove, see below). 

BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Treasurer, Mr. F. C. Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 
BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Epwarp 
MeaAvbeE-Kinc, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowrHErR, Lonsdale House, Hampton 

Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Ho_twortny, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir JAMES Matcotm. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. CLEMENTS, 123, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. ae Sec., Capt. Burkitt (Affiliated to Manchester and Salford 
Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President,, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. C. Foister, 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 

CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Sypnry 
JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss RoSE BEAVAN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 


CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OGLEByY 
Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. Puitipor, 14, Park Place, Cheltenham. 

CHISWICK BRANCHI.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 
Chiswick. 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERS. M.A. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REYNOLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 
COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, C. E. Howe, Esq. 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mrs. 

F. Wicson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., (Vacant). 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec,, Miss ALicE Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HUMPHREY DE 
TRAFFORD, Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road, 
Eastbourne. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss FRANces Howarp, 
Imber, Pennsylvania Park, Exeter: 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, © Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 


GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. PritstLEy 
Prime, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. L, A. Mitis, 72, Ludlow Road, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD GARDEN SUBURB BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B G. 
BourcHiER. Hon, Sec., Mrs. BALFour, 5, North Square, Hendon, N.W, 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. C. THomas, 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KeiIrH MAcKENZIE. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 


HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RorHERHAM. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. Sincer, 109, Lansdowne Place, Hove: 
Miss HARRINGTON, Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq., M.P. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDES, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. Assist. 
Hon. Sec.. Miss BENSON, 52. Trinity Street, 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENWorRTHY, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Miss BLancHE Watson. 115, Beverley Road, Hull. Assist. Hon. Sec.. 
Mrs. F. E. Patin, 51, Queensgate Street, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon. Sec., Miss JAMEs. 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF_ VIVISECTION.—President. 
Dr. Hapwewn. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity Carr, 18, Newgrove Avenue, 
Sandymount, Dublin. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Countess or 
AYLESFORD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. Farpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH,.—President, A. MircHett, Esq, Hon. Secs., Mr. and 
Mrs. Homes, Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds. 

LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady Ro.LLEston. 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. Manners, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. HILt, 18, Astley 
Street, Tyldesley, Lancs. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, Rev. W, ALEXANDER KERR. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Der, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, MuriEL COUNTESS DE LA 
Warr. Hon. Sec.(pro tem.), Mr. A. E. Beaumont, 3, Priory Terrace, Lewes. 

LINCOLN BRANCH.—President, Rev. J. LioneL TayLer. Hon. Sec., Miss 
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WHAT IS VIVISECTION. 


Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small 
but influential body of men, who must be carefully 
distinguished from doctors, few of whom have any 
acquaintance with it. 
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cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 

“SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 
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“SMALLPOX SCAREMONGERING. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, MD., J.P. 


HE medical officials of the Ministry of Health | seen any smallpox himself. The majority of these eager 
appear to be determined to proceed with their | gentlemen had never seen a case and it is very sure that 
tactics in smallpox scaremongering wherever | they saw none in Gloucester. After they left they were 
an opportunity for so doing can be seized; | all written to officially and asked if in their opinion the 
and in this they are aided and abetted by local Medical | cases they saw were those of real smallpox! And it was 
Officers of Health. duly and seriously announced in the Council Chamber 
The public Press is being daily supplied with what | that some 200 Medical Officers of Health had answered 
are, apparently, inspired paragraphs or brief articles | in the affirmative! 
with arresting headings declaring that smallpox is spread- It must be remembered that no Medical Officer of 
ing, and urging vaccination as the only remedy. Health can afford to exercise independence of thought and 
The remarks made by these officials, it matters not | action. The Ministry of Health pays half his salary in 
how silly they may be, are broadcasted by the Press as | order that he may be under control; and he is for the 
the voice of authority to which the public is called upon | most part little more than an automatic machine set to 
to bow. In the majority of cases neither the Ministry | do the bidding of the headquarters staff. To think for 
of Health officials nor their echoes throughout the country | himself is the most fatal course that any Medical Officer 
have ever seen a case of genuine smallpox. of Health could adopt; should he presume to do so his 
During the Gloucester epidemic of 1923 large numbers | position would not be worth an hour’s purchase. His 
of Medical Officers of Health, recently vaccinated and all | publicly expressed opinions are therefore discounted in 
in a very excited condition, came to the city to see the | advance. 
cases, and were duly instructed in the diagnosis of smallpox Whilst a medical fashion lasts, the men at Whitehall 
by a young man who, it seems fairly certain, had never | will cry “Great is Diana of the Ephesians,” and every 
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Medical Officer of Health in the kingdom is expected to 
do the same thing. I may be asked: ‘‘Do you deny the 
honesty of their convictions?” I would ask in return: 
“Have officials in authority any convictions in the 
matter?’? They are appointed to do certain work in 
connection with certain departments and it is “Theirs 
not to reason why.’’ The man, for instance, who has the 
“cushy job” of going round the country, inspecting the 
books of the public vaccinator in order to see how many 
successful’? cases he has had and to award him an extra 
bonus for each, is not going to trouble himself about the 
whys and the wherefores of vaccination. 

Nor is it likely that the officials who superintend the 


manufacture of that gruesome production called “calf | 


lymph” are going to discuss its value with an infidel. It 
is more than could be expected of human nature. It 
must be remembered that the vaccination system is a 
gigantic official organisation with endless ramifications, 
subsidised and endowed by State benefactions in all 
directions, and whatever private opinions its various 
servants may hold, they will not and dare not give expres- 
sion to them. It is theirs only to obey. 


It is simply astounding that although during the last | 
_ these alarms are fully alive to the fact that if the smallpox 


half-year there were 1,317 deaths from measles, 12,381 
from pneumonia, 426 from scarlet fever, 1,205 from 
diphtheria, and 2,145 from influenza, not a solitary word 
of warning, advice or alarm escapes official lips; but 
directly two or three people develop a harmless rash on 
the skin, from which nobody dies, the newspapers are 
flooded, the local Medical Officer of Health becomes 
a prophet and utters oracular platitudes to newspaper 
interviewers, Boards of Guardians and Town Councils 


discuss the matter as if the universe had come to a stand- 
still, Inspectors rush post haste from Whitehall, and 
everything and everybody is thrown into an artificial 
ferment. During the short period when there were 17,474 
deaths from the various conditions of disease recorded 
above, there were only three alleged deaths from smallpox, 
and in two cases out of the three, smallpox was certified 
only as a “contributory cause.” / 

Does not it stand to reason that there must be other 
motives than that of concern for the public health to 
account for all this illusory solicitude ? 

One town announces that the ‘smallpox epidemic” 
cost £6,000 for last year! It is little short of a public 
scandal that a town should be put to this expense at the 
sole behest of scaremongering departmental officials, 
who force obsequious, terror-stricken Councillors and 
Guardians into obedience to their antiquated whims. 

The whole absurd comedy of this ‘‘smallpox scare- 
mongering” is only fit for the pages of Punch. But 
medical men dare not think for themselves, and although 
most of the rank and file are very sceptical about the whole 
stupid business, they just let officialdom have its fling. 

Those immediately concerned in the propagation of 


superstition is smashed up, the vaccine and serum- 
therapy business, which is built upon its foundation and 
which is conceived in cruelty and steeped in commercial 
interests, must be smashed up at the same time. It is 
a grim struggle between fact and fancy, truth and error, 
righteousness and injustice, liberty and tyranny. And we 
must be prepared at all cost to resist these organised 
attempts at coercion by interested bureaucrats. 


A Icetter in 


_ publication of one-sided views, and many 
s==-are the excellent letters it has refused, 
while quite insignificant ones, giving, 
e.g., some trifling personal experience 
* about vaccination in a far-off land, are 

accorded space freely. It is refreshing, 
therefore, to find that the following letter from Dr. 
Taylor, of Brighton, was allowed to appear on May 8:— 

To the Editor of the ‘‘ Times.” 

S1r,—Surely there must be some definite reason for the growing 
mistrust of the value of cowpox (vaccination) as a preventive of 
the smallpox. It is a poor compliment to the intelligence of the 
British public to attribute it to the propaganda of so-called anti- 
vaccinationists and cranks. I suggest it is due to higher education, 
greater knowledge, and the increased interest which the mass of the 
people now take in such matters. 

_ Compulsory vaccination was passed by the Act of 1853 and 
intensified in 1867. In 1871 the percentage of vaccinations to 
births was 86. Yet in that year England was visited by the most 


~ 


appalling and fatal epidemic of smallpox known in the history of | 
Poche : per- | 
centage of vaccinations to births has steadily fallen, till in 1922 | 


that disease. After this obvious failure of vaccination, the 
it is only 38 per cent. (these statistics are official). In spite of 
this neglect of vaccination, and the large proportion of the popu- 
lation who are now unvaccinated, the present epidemic of smallpox 
is the mildest ever known, although, being very widespread, it 
has had every opportunity of assuming a severe form and destroying 
wholesale the unvaccinated portion of the population, if the claims 


HE Times, like certain other organs of | 
the Press, too often restricts itself to the | 


“Ghe Gimes.”’ 


| true. 


of the advocates of vaccination are sound. Indeed, the epidemic 
is so mild that it has been thought wise by some to give it another 
name! The disease appears to attack the vaccinated and the 


| unvaccinated indiscriminately, and with no increased virulence in 
| the latter. 


Our experience of the last 50 years (no mean time in which to 


| form a judgment) has not confirmed the earlier claims that COWPOX | 


is a prophylactic against smallpox. The repeated attempts to 
make our flesh creep by threats of the dreadful things that will 
happen to us owing to our neglect of vaccination have not come 
The fact is smallpox is essentially a disease due to bad 


| Sanitation, and its control is entirely due to improved hygienic 


| conditions which we owe to the splendid services of our medical 
| officers of health. Careful study of the former universal belief in 
| witchcraft, not yet entirely discarded, should suggest caution 


in concluding that any dogma is infallible. The following words 


| of J. S. Mill are singularly applicable to the subject under 
| discussion :— 


“Tt often happens that the universal belief of one age—a belief : 
from which no one was, nor without an extraordinary effort of 
genius and courage could, at that time, be free—becomes to a 
subsequent age so palpable an absurdity that the only difficulty 
then is to imagine how such a thing can ever have appeared 
credible.” Yours, etc., | 

H. H. Tayior; JiP.} ¥ ReCisg 

Dr. Taylor, though a stranger to Dr. Hadwen, was one 
of those who wrote offering to give evidence on his behalf | 
at the recent trial, in addition to the four medical men 
selected. It will be remembered that Sir Edward Marshall 
Hall ultimately decided that medical witness was not 


necessary . 
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| By the Rev. J. LIONEL TAYLER, M.R.C.S. (Eng.), L.R.C.P. (Lond.). 
(Formerly London University Extension* Lecturer in Biology and Sociology, Author of ‘The Stages of Human Life,”’ &c.) 


PART II. 
The Better Alternative. 


1.—THE WHOLE VIEW OF LIFE. 


HAT is now admitted by all 
serious students is that the 
laws of life apply to life 
as a whole. The doctor 
therefore who would gain 
a broad and wise view of 
disease must see life as a 
a whole—not human life, set 

ip tite weapart strom, all else; but 
centred in this ‘‘all else’ aspect. 


_ Disease is not a problem of yesterday in human history; | 
it is not even a problem of human civilization, it is not | 


even a problem of higher animal life. It is a problem of 
all life, and has existed from time immemorial, millions 
and millions of years ago, when life first came on to this 
‘strange earth of ours. There are hundreds of skilled 
text-books on diseases of plants; hundreds of skilled 
text-books on diseases of animals; hundreds of skilled 
text-books on diseases of human beings, and in all more 
or less civilized countries of the world there have been 
many public inquiries and commissions on diseases of 
plants, animals and man. When Livingstone, Wallace 
and other explorers went into wild and unknown parts of 
‘the world, they did not find wild nature healthy as con- 
‘trasted with a diseased domestic life; they found diseases 
‘in wild life running their courses as diseases in domestic 
life do. And that very able and humane man—doctor, 
musician and missionary—Albert Schweitzer, says that 
in these wild parts “‘the need is terrible’? for medical 
assistance. 

“<Here, among us, everybody is ill,’ said a young man to me a 


few days ago. ‘Our country devours its own children’ was the 
remark of an old chief.” f 


_ Disease is everywhere, in plants, animals and man, 
and what is wanted is the sane, broad, wise view which 
sees it as one whole, and looking steadily and fearlessly 


@sthetic meaning, and this spiritual meaning, and it is 
this way we, human beings, should scek its amelioration.” 
We must not say, ‘‘Can I give a dog a disease in order to 
save me, aman?” Nor “Can I study health and disease 
under artificial conditions in a laboratory?’’ Because 
when one thinks of a dog or other animal as a selfish 
protection from our suffering, as a vicarious sacrifice, one 
loses the scientific view of the general brotherhood of all 
life, and when we concentrate on the artificial laboratory 
study of disease we lose the vision of the much more 
important and scientific environmental study, and the 
higher love of the value of all life which makes a doctor 
fight for his patient’s life and often save it. This medical 
salvational motive is lost when life is held so cheaply 
and so mercilessly that an experimenter can look on an 
animal’s sufferings and mutilation and think ‘“‘man may 
denefit at this inferior being’s loss,’’ and the same argu- 
ment would justify supermen torturing us! 

* The word “Extension” was accidentally omitted last month. 


t Page 38, On the Edge of the Primeval Forest, first published 
in 1922. 


at it can say, “Jt has this sctentific meaning, and this | 


The writer, be it noticed, is only seeking to point out 
what is scientifically required as an attitude in the 
scientist’s mind. Whether it is right or wrong to be a 
sportsman, or right or wrong to be a butcher (and these 
subjects are not at the moment and in this article the 
subject of discussion), it is certain that, while neither 
butcher nor sportsman need this higher vision, the scientist 
must have it. The whole view of the scientific brother- 
hood of life is the only one a true scientific life-student 
can hold. 


2.—MAKING USE OF SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE. 


It is a terrible criticism to make of medical men and 
other hygienists to assert that they are not yet within 


_ sight of the “promised land” of real medical research, 


but the fact is beyond question that such a criticism is 
true. Temperamental susceptibility to disease is one of 
the most obvious facts of medical life, and of tremendous 
importance; yet it is, as the present writer pointed out 
more than 25 years ago, totally neglected. 

Two children in one family may contract whooping 
cough, measles, or scarlet fever at the same time; one of 
the children is hardly made uncomfortable by the disease, 
the other dies from it. The same “‘germ,”’ in the same 
home, which to one child is a discomfort, to the other 
is a mortal foe. And the child which can resist whooping 
cough may be laid low by diphtheria while the child 
susceptible to whooping cough may be scarcely incon- 
venienced by a diphtheritic attack. Consumption, tuber- 
culosis in its entire field, influenza, kidney and all other 
diseases reveal this temperamental basis. Yet doctors 
have never taken seriously this vast medical problem, 
not only of temperamental susceptibility and immunity to 
and from disease but also to drugs. Without this study, 
no medical treatment has any right to be called scientific 
at all. 

What germs and bacteria are is still a matter of dispute. 
Are they cast-off products of higher forms of life, and as 
such multiplying, ferment bodies, or independent life 
forms? What is certain is that the virulence of disease 
outbreaks is subject to the widest possible ranges of 
mildness and severity. The study of the fluctuations of 
this virulence is not even named!! Nor has the customary 
course of even the single untreated disease ever been 
described! ! ! And medicines are for this reason never 
given with a knowledge of local disease virulence nor 
upon a temperamental basis. To point out these defects 
is more than enough to convince any intelligent mind 
how far medical men are off the scientific vision. 

But there still remains the question of social environ- 
ment. Our homes, our different occupations, our public 
and private relationships to each other as individuals 
require to be studied. The infection dangers of schools, 
halls, public and private conveyances, etc., and the 
strains and stresses of daily labours, as they affect 
individual men, women and children need investigation. 
And once again, how these conditions affect us temper- 
amentally has never been investigated. 

It is not making an over-statement, if one claims that 
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no broad study of the extent of the medical horizon has 
ever been propounded, and the chief reason for this failure 
is that the doctor sees his study with the short-sighted 
eyes of a laboratory student and not with the truer and 
much wider vision of a field naturalist. Vivisection 
still further limits this very narrow vision. 


3.—CO-ORDINATION. 


Life is one in its scientific brotherhood. Therefore 
what is wanted is the linking of human studies of health 
and disease to animal and plant studies of health and 
disease. If all veterinary and agricultural and horti- 
cultural colleges were linked to human ones and led up 
to the human, there would be no need even for the dream 
of a possible vivisectional necessity. 

Vivisection rests upon one claim, the claim that the 
experimental situation is necessary and is not obtainable 
without vivisection. An animal is given a poison to see 
the effects of this poison upon it; an artery is blocked to 
see what effects will follow this stopping of Nature’s 
food supply; a nerve is severed in order to discover what 
muscles will be paralysed; but each and all of these 
conditions could be studied in man and animals and 


supplementary plant studies from accidents which teach 
Human beings and 


the same lessons as experiments. 
animal beings take poisons by mistake; human beings 
and animal beings suffer innumerable injuries to arteries 
and nerves. Vivisection is the unscientific, cruel and 
lazy substitute for the more scientific and humane record- 
ing and classification of the incidence of diseases and 
accidents by registration and inquiry. 


Let the best that can be said for vivisection be granted, : 


it is still only a cruel, clumsy and inadequate substitute. 
What is wanted is the wider vision of the scientific 
brotherhood of life, which sees life whole, and _ be- 


cause it sees it whole, sees it also greatly, mercifully 


and wisely; seeking to alleviate suffering and disease in 
all forms of life and to treat with reverence the minds or 
souls of men and animals and feel the wonder even of the 
slightest and most insignificant of growing flowers. This 
is the better alternative, and this the positive side of the 
Anti-vivisection problem. Can we Abolitionists be in- 
duced to work for it? Can we call to the doctor, veterin- 
ary surgeon, and plant grower to stand by our side? 
Can we ask the ordinary man and woman to give their 
hearty co-operation to such an aim? 


British Research Cruelties. 


UR Medical Research 
Council, financed by the 
public, continues to pour 


certain very few read, in- 
volving a shocking waste 
of money upon the re- 
cording of experiments that 
involved a still more shock- 
ing waste of time. 

We have before us one 
of these precious publica- 
tions, described as “‘ Special 
Report Series, No. 91% 
It is a volume of 160 pages, closely printed, and at the 
end is a list of the companion volumes (or 84 of them). 
It is a scandal that we should be taxed to pay the salaries 
of the men engaged in investigations into such sub- 
jects as “The Acid-base Equilibrium of the Blood” 
and “The Occurrence of Intestinal Protozoa in the 
Inhabitants of Britain.” It is a larger type of parasite 
with which we are here concerned. 

The present volume is entitled ‘“‘An Investigation of 
the Salmonella Group, with Special Reference to Food 
Poisoning,”? and a preface tells us that although much 
successful work has been done in tracing the causes of 
particular outbreaks of poisoning, the writers are out for 
something quite different (and far less practical), i.¢., 
to find out “the paths by which these organisms (viz., 
the germs which they hold responsible) have found their 
way originally into the food.” They add in a “General 
Introduction” that this “‘remains largely unascertained.” 
We are chiefly concerned, however, with the cruelties in 
which these unwanted public servants indulge. We give 
a few samples :— 


(Page 113.) Experiment 1.—A rabbit, inoculated subcutaneously 
with 0:1c.cm. of a broth culture of B. suipestifer died, with general 
septicemia (blood-poisoning) at end of six days. 

Experiment 2.—A guinea-pig given some immunity by feeding 
with two massive doses of boiled culture of B. paratyphosus B 
was injected sub-cutaneously with 0°25 of an agar-slope culture 
of B. paratyphosus B. A control, non-immune guinea-pig given 


out literature which it is | 


a parallel dose died within 48 hours with general septicemia, but 
the partly immune animal survived for 13 days. 

(Page 115.) Experiment 6.—. .. “This guinea-pig was ill 
and died the next day. Though there was acute inflammation of 
the intestine and considerable fluid in the peritoneal cavity, no 
B. paratyphosus B was isolated from spleen, liver, kidney, heart 
blood, gall bladder or small intestine. This organism was, how- 
ever, readily isolated from the large intestine. 

“The guinea-pig fed with the half agar-slope culture of B. 
aertrvycke did not develop a general infection, but the other died 
at end of 14 days with acute enteritis.” 

Experiment 7.—‘Six young kittens were fed (with different 
germs). . One died at end of 5 days with general septicemia 
and bacilli in all the organs. The other (fed with a strain isolated 
from a rat) died at the end of 18 days.” 

(Page 116.) Experiment 9.—“A rabbit given an oral dose of an 
aertrycke strain just isolated from a fatal case of poisoning became 
very ill in 24 hours. For several days it took no food, showed a 
white mucous discharge from the rectum in which Aertrycke 
bacilli abounded, and at one period seemed moribund. It made 
a complete recovery. . About the 25th day after the com- 
mencement of the experiment 1/20 of an agar-slope culture of the 
same Aertrycke strain was injected intravenously. The animal 
was found dead, with a general infection, the following morning.” 

How, otherwise than by the word “‘torture,’’ can we 
describe this slow killing of animals by various injections— 


dragging them through, it may be, to“‘ complete recovery,” 


only to thrust them back into the throes of suffering which 


finally end in death? 

Then we have some detailed descriptions: ‘‘ Very ill, 
eyes closed; died in 48 hours. Very ill, eyes closed; seemed 
to recover but died on 8th day,”’ andsoon. Andon page 129 


we read of rabbits contrasted, that showed, on autopsy, — 


either “stomach faintly congested”’ or “the unmistakable 
inflammation to which we were accustomed in feeding 
experiments with whole cultures.” 

Well might Shakespeare write of the somewhat similar 
practice of poisoning animals and then trying antidotes 
(not that antidotes were in question here) that it was but 
calculated “‘to make hard the heart’?! He added “‘ Besides, 
the seeing such effects will be both noisome and injurious.” 

But do the men whom we pay to perform these abomin- 


able experiments really find them “‘noisome and in-— 


jurious’”’? Assuredly, they have become too used to the 
sight to feel anything at all. It is their paymasters, 
helpless and indignant, who suffer with the animals. 
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BRITISH FEEDING EXPERIMENTS. 


. OMMENT has already been made 


experiments of Dr. Mellanby and 
others, carried out by the Medical 
Research Committee with public 


sq7-t-money, and in our last month’s | 


issue we exposed the folly of Dr. 


j about porridge. Our opinion is 
evidently shared by Dr. William 
Robertson, M.O.H. for Edinburgh, 
who is reported in the Manchester 

. Guardian (Weekly Edition, 

April 17), as follows:— 


“Dr. Robertson maintained that good oatmeal porridge might 
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Mellanby’s latest pronouncement | 


| and nothing else. 


| suspected that rickets existed among collies or sheep-dogs. 


be troublesome to prepare, but the time taken in making it would 
be rewarded by the knowledge that it laid a sure foundation for 
carrying out each day’s work, be it manual or mental. 

“It was the further plea of Dr. Robertson that Dr. Mellanby’s 
experiments were unfair in so far as his puppies were fed on oatmeal 
They were confined in kennels or cages, got 
no exercise, and never enjoyed free air or sunshine. It is Dr. 
Robertson’s contention that bad housing conditions and lack of 
sunshine are responsible for rickets. 

“ «The hardiest, most intelligent and sagacious dog in the world,’ 
added Dr. Robertson, ‘is the shepherd’s collie. From the day 
it is weaned it is fed on porridge and milk—very often the leavings 
from the plates of the householders. No one has ever nea Se 

ut 
whereas Dr. Mellanby’s puppies were confined in cages, collie 
pups enjoy the free run of the steading or farmyard.’ ” 


From the same paper we take the liberty of reproducing 
a very excellent satire in verse. 


One Man's Heat. 
From the Manchester Weekly Guardian. 


[A little fantasy suggested by the discovery of the Medical Research Council that wholemeal bread and porridge are not 
such excellent articles of diet for human beings as was once supposed, this discovery being based on the fact that when “‘a large 
series of puppies” were fed on them the animals developed rickets and duly died.] 


’ WAS Dogland and the eldest dog 
Was down to give a monologue 
On that engrossing subject Prog; 


And all the other dogs sat round 
And did their best to look profound 
While lectured by the learned hound. 


“My friends,’’ says he, in cultured tones, 
“Research another myth dethrones— 
Avoid, I do implore you, bones! 


“Last year I praised with much éclat 
The virtues of the bone—but, ah, 
Nous avons changé tout cela! 


“Careful experiments and long 
On human young have changed our song— 
The bone hypothesis was wrong. 


“Of human babes we took some score 
And gave them bones and bones galore; 
And yet the babes are now no more. 


“It is so—though, I say with pride, 
Only the best of bones were tried 
The little blighters went and died. 


“From which, my friends, one must deduce 
(Or else be labelled most obtuse) 
That bones are just no earthly use.” 


Pained silence greets these words of doom 
Till one dog breaks the general gloom :— 
“No earthly use? Pray, sir, for whom? 


‘‘Because bones do for me and you, 
Why ever think that they would do 
For infants of the human crew ? 


“Sir, I eat bones and, sir, I thrive 
And mock at tests which you contrive; 
You might have kept those kids alive.” 


The expert growls, ‘“‘ You lout, you log! 
You dolt, you vulgar demagogue! 
You ignoramus of a dog! 


“Dost doubt my word, you cynic wreck ? 
This vile presumption I must check!” 
He springs and bites him in the neck. 
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Whereat, with roars and squealings rife, 
Dog flies at dog for very life 
And all the meeting ends in strife. 


For dogs delight to bark and bite; 
But human beings, more polite, 
Take everything they hear as right; 


No human expert needs to scold; 
His hearers sit there, good as gold, 


And swallow. every tale they’re told. Lucio. 


it 


Note—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 
Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle” given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most ofits workers are volunteers. 


More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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Annual Members’ Meeting. 

The Annual Members’ Meeting will take the form 
of a Social, as usual, and will be held in Room 13, Caxton 
Hall, on Thursday, June 25, at 3 p.m. Music will be 
provided by wireless. 

Our next issue will contain a full report of the Annual 
Meetings on May 28. 


Vivisection on the Films. 

The Central News sent out information recently that 
‘the Paris Municipal Council had voted £600 for a film 
demonstration of the vivisection of a German sheep-dog. 
Scientific and medical men who saw the film said that 
students could follow the processes more easily on the 
screen than in actual life.” 

We hope that this new method will reduce the number 
of vivisections performed before students, though we 
object to the vivisection of a particular animal for the 
making of a film. The most interesting word in the 
above communication is “German.” Perhaps the French 
scientists thought that the country in which the poor 
dog happened to be born made it a suitable subject for 
experiment! Dogs have no nationality, but they often 
have to suffer for their masters, it seems. 


A Sheep-Dos. 

Apropos of the above, we may quote a paragraph from 
the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle of April 18. It shows 
the kind of creature—whether “‘German” or not— 
sacrificed for the making of that film. 

A DOG THAT COUNTS. 

“Dog and Man, by A. Sloan and A. Farquhar (Hutchinson, 
7s. 6d.) has just been published. Sheep-dogs appear to have the 
best understanding of human speech. A Welsh shepherd men- 
tioned in these pages told his dog to go into a field and count his 
sheep; he knew there were 25 there. In 10 minutes the dog re- 
turned, and the man began to count. ‘One,’ he said, and the 
dog barked; ‘Iwo,’ and it barked again; and so on up to 24. 
But when the shepherd said “Iwenty-five,’ the dog was silent, 
although the number was repeated several times. Finally, the 
man went to count the sheep himself. He found that one of them 
was missing.” 


The Nome Stunt. 

We have already shown that the race of dogs over the 
snow to Nome, Alaska, with antitoxin, was obviously a 
stunt manufactured by the Press in the interests of its 
sale. It is of particular interest to note that the Yorkshire 
Herald of April 14, which gave the story under striking 
headlines—‘ Black Death; Thrilling Race to Save Life,” 
etc.,—reproduced it from the Literary Digest. This is 
not, as might be supposed, the name of a magazine 
devoted to literature. It is simply the news-sheet of the 
Mulford Company, which manufactured the antitoxin. 


Annie Riley Hale, writing in the San Francisco Daily 
News of March 25, remarks :— 

“Douglas Fairbanks in “The Thief of Bagdad’ seems rather a 
pale puppet by comparison with Balto, the hero of the Nome 
‘race of mercy.’ But seeing that the medical profession can be 
stirred to such emotional depths—and heights—by 22 cases of 
diphtheria and five deaths in Nome, Alaska, why, pray, was there 
not more ado over the 1,272 cases and 121 deaths in San Francisco 
last year? Or the 1,708 cases with 148 deaths here the year 
before? How comes we haven’t heard more about the 714 deaths 
from diphtheria in New York City for 1924, which was an increase 
of 260 over 1923? Couldn’t the medical profession stage some 
kind of ‘race of mercy’ for these nearby sufferers?” 


Sunlight and Its Uses. 
The Times of May 6 had a long article on “Sunlight 


and Food.’ It showed how busy the researchers have 
been in discovering what was known before, always by 
means of experiments on animals, of which the following 
is a sample :— 

“It was found that animals kept in receptacles which had been 
exposed to the sunlight thrived, even if they themselves remained 
all the time in darkness.” 

The lesson this is supposed to teach is that a sunny 
room is better than a slum habitation, even at midnight! 
To learn this, it does not seem worth while to subject 
animals to the misery of perpetual night. 

The men and women who waste their time on these 
researches have also made the illuminating and “‘sur- 
prising’’ discovery that there is a scientific basis for the 
association of porridge with milk and of bread with 
butter; and having invented vitamins, they naturally 
felt it incumbent upon them to add to the list of 
undemonstrable entities the counter principle of ‘“‘anti- 
vitamins.” 

We could quite well leave these things to what they 
call ‘“‘the instinctive knowledge of mankind,”’ for all the 
good achieved. 


Scientific Feeding Experiments. 

The San Francisco Examiner of March 16 tells us that 
at the University of Chicago there is a man who eats 
for his living. He weighs every morsel he takes and 
describes his condition before and after. This kind of 
experiment seems more useful than trying to gauge the - 
influence of foods on man by their effect upon other 
animals. We may also be sure that the man will never be 
allowed to reach the state of suffering to which the animal 
victims of American feeding experiments are reduced. 
Dr. Keen on Pasteur. 

Dr. W. W. Keen, the Stephen Paget among medical 
research defenders of the United States, has been lecturing 
on Pasteur (in “‘ flowing scarlet robes and white fur hood’’) 
at the Drexel Institute, at the age of 88. To judge by 
the Press reports, his address seems to have been similar 
to that delivered upon Jenner before an equally distin- 
guished company of medical and professional men in this 
country. Such audiences are easily content with mere 
propagandist biography, though they must get a surfeit of it. 

Dr. Keen stated that “‘before Pasteur began, 40 to 60 
per cent., and sometimes even 90 per cent., of all surgical 
operations became infected. Pasteur learned how to 
control this.’’ We never heard of Pasteur even attempting 
the control of surgical mortality. The claim is made 
that Lister, by borrowing his germ theory, improved 
upon the old, filthy conditions by introducing antiseptic 
surgery; but the fact is that his father-in-law, Dr. 
Syme, was already far advanced along the lines of that 
aseptic surgery which has now become universally 
accepted, and which has superseded Lister’s temporary 
vogue, as Lawson Tait, one of the true pioneers, always 
foresaw that it would. Treves and Tait have both 
drawn attention to the conditions of surgery when the 
high deathrates mentioned by Dr. Keen obtained; they 
were so shockingly insanitary that the only wonder is 
that the deathrate was not 100 per cent. But to attribute 
the difference to Pasteur is absurd. 
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Wide-awake Serum Makers. 

A tornado which recently visited certain parts of 
Illinois was promptly taken advantage of by the manu- 
facturers of serum. Houses were blown down and the 
streets became a mass of wreckage. The wide-awake 
manufacturers anticipated a crop of tetanus cases, and the 
San Francisco Examiner (March 20) had a paragraph 
entitled “‘Anti-Tetanus Serum is Rushed to Two Towns.” 
_ It was sent by aeroplane! It will be remembered that the 
air service was deliberately declined in the case of Nome, 
in order to gain more Press publicity by the spectacular 
race of dogs across the snow. Thanks to the New York 
Graphic and our own commonsense, we know how these 
things are done. 


Penalties of Birth. 

The writer of “Under the Clock” in the Daily News 
gave us, a few weeks ago, a delightful set of rules for 
babies, which began as follows :— 

“1. Babies will be born between the hours of 10 a.m. and 12 
ee: or 2.30 p.m. and 5.30 p.m. (Saturdays 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. 
only. 

oy) All babies will immediately attend at the Town Hall for 
vaccination, inoculation, appendicotomy, and tonsilotomy (but 
not dichotomy, you notice: that was Solomon’s method).” 

The child, when old enough, would be permitted to 
lay a wreath at the foot of the Statue of Liberty. 


Vaccination for Dogs. 
The Christian Science Moniior comments as follows on 
a significant example of attempted inoculation tyranny 


in America :— 

“There is a certain satisfaction in the fact that a proposed city 
ordinance, calling for compulsory vaccination of dogs in Kansas 
City, Mo., met with such vigorous opposition from dog owners 
and other individuals that it never got beyond the hands of a 
City Council Committee. Yet the fact that it sailed even thus 
far before being shipwrecked is a lamentable commentary on the 
common sense of present-day humanity. According to the pro- 
posed ordinance, all dogs in the city would have been inoculated 
annually with a so-called anti-rabies serum, and the veterinarians, 
it is understood, would have charged fees ranging from $3 to $5 
for each inoculation. It is said that the veterinarians were 
_ responsible for this proposed measure, as they were also for a 
similar ordinance which was defeated by the Council two years 
ago. Is it permissible to ask if they would have been so enthusi- 
astic for the measure if there had been no prospect of earning fees 
as a result of its enactment into law?” 


Sleepy Sickness. 

Sleepy sickness, from which Viscount Milner recently 
died, had a death-rate of about 50 per cent. in 1919 and 
1920, but in 1924 the proportion of deaths occurring in 
various towns varied between 12 and 21 per cent. No 
-germ has been discovered. 

As a valued correspondent truly observes, had a germ 
been discovered, a vaccine would certainly be on the 
market; and had a vaccine been on the market, the 
decline in the death-rate would have been confidently 
attributed to it. 


Money for Research. 

Among recent wills, we noticed that a Mr. Prophit 
left over £140,000 to be spent upon an inquiry into the 
nature, cause, prevention, treatment and cure of tuber- 
culosis and cancer. This will certainly mean a vast 
amount of suffering to experimental animals. If Mr. 
Prophit had been a’prophet, he would have guessed, as 
Florence Nightingale did, that such bequests mean 
the perpetual ‘“‘endowment of a microbe.” 
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A Charitable Dog. 
The following true story is sent us by Mrs. George 
Knight, of Hull:— 
“ JACK.”4 


“Living in the near vicinity of our home is a dog beloved; by its 
master (a member of the British Union), not merely for being a 
splendid guard, but because it has proved how well it understands 
mankind; and also for rendering its master a great service. 

“Every week the dog is allowed a day’s freedom, but for some 
time its master has wondered where it spent the time, as it goes 
out early in the morning and never returns till night. Recently, 
however, he was informed that ‘Jack’ spends the whole of the day 
escorting a blind man about the town and following closely to 
heel like a most faithful and obedient dog. At first our member 
was in doubt, as ‘Jack’ had never followed him to heel, but his 
informant assured him it was a fact. 

“And so it proved, for a few weeks ago he was standing at his 
shop door when he saw coming toward him no other person than 
the blind man in question, with the dog following closely at his 
heels. As they drew near, the dog tried to hide its face so that it 
might not be recognised, but when its master jocosely demanded 
its attention, it looked up with an expression of pathetic pleading, 
as if saying: ‘Don’t take me in, I am doing good work’; and at 
the same time the blind man said: ‘Oh, is it your dog? I should 
like to beg it.’ Nevertheless, its master thought it best to take 
it in then to prove ownership, but he still continues to let it have 
its day out, and on these days ‘Jack’ can always be seen at his 
chosen occupation.—EMILY KNIGHT.” 

While admiring the altruistic propensities of the dog 
** Jack,’’ we think perhaps some credit may also be given 
to the blind man whom he befriends, for he must have 
displayed a truly sympathetic nature in order to attract 
such unusual canine devotion. The story is remarkable, 
however, since dogs seldom bestow their service and pro- 
tection upon those outside the particular human household 


in which they occupy a place. 


Inoculation for Scarlet Fever. 

Dr. F. C. Lewis and Dr. Henry have been carrying out 
research work at the Birmingham Bacteriological Labora- 
tories, apparently using the technique of the Doctors 
Dick, of Chicago, with a view to discovering which 
children might be liable to scarlet fever, and then immunis- 
ing them against it. This is the same programme 
attempted by the Schick Test in regard to diphtheria. 
It is clear that, if the present fashion is encouraged, 
inoculation will in time become a routine matter in schools, 
for the same “‘ test” and“‘ protective treatment” will have to 
be applied for every disease. It is amazing that the public 
should tolerate such a practice, in view of all it must 
logically lead to. So far, volunteers are being made the 
subjects of the Dick Test, and Dr. Lewis has appealed 
through the Rotary Club for a hundred of these. 

Having to speak at a public meeting in Birmingham 
on April 24, Miss Kidd explained the matter, and showed 
that scarlet fever had been enormously reduced already 
by sanitary measures, the death-rate dropping from 719 
per million in 1871-80 to 126 per million in 1901-1905 
and further to 32 in 1916-1920. A consideration of these 
figures shows the needlessness of any new factor, for the 
decline is bound to continue unless we fail to progress in 
sanitation. Miss Kidd’s protest was quoted, with a 
large headline, in the Birmingham Gazette of April 25. 


Anti-Cold Vaccination. 

That silly fable, that inoculation prevents colds, still 
finds its dupes. Owing to the vigorous advertising of 
those who benefit by the practice, we are told that women 
are being inoculated in such numbers that shops are selling 
specially-padded armlets to be worn with evening dress 
to hide the marks of the hypodermic. 
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The Apes’ Village. 

A village has been established in the West African 
jungle for the maintenance of apes, who are to be inoculated 
with all kinds of diseases by emissaries from the Pasteur 
Institute. This heartless scheme received notice in many 
organs of the Press, but the Daily Express, as usual, 
made it particularly sensational by large and very mis- 
leading headlines, and by the picture of a chimpanzee 
bearing a club. The weapon is more likely to be found 
in the hands of those who rule over the poor monkeys. 
But the Daily Express explains their exploitation by 
declaring that they are “if possible, to be raised to the 
level of human beings,”’ that they are to be educated, 
led about by nurses, and perhaps taught to speak! Their 
‘little houses” and “‘recreation grounds”’ are all described 
(with how much of truth we cannot say) and the general 
impression is left that the whole object of their imprison- 
ment in the village is to make them happy. Of course, 
the intelligent reader will ask why the education of apes 
has never received much attention before? The reply 
is given in the final paragraph :— 

“Tt seems that all the microbic diseases of the human race can 
be transmitted to the chimpanzee, whose blood has the same 
qualities as that of human beings. We hope that in a few years 


great progress will have been made in the prevention and treatment 
of diseases against which man is at present more or less helpless.” 


This ghoulish project must fill every humane mind 
with disgust at the excesses of the vivisector. 


Apes and Their Thoughts. 


While such a raid upon apes as was never known before 
is being made for the purposes of gland-grafting, cancer 
and tuberculosis experiments, while thousands of these 
frightened creatures are being packed into crates and sent 
over the sea, and huge ape-colonies are being established 


for the purpose of diseasing them, it may be worth while . 


to consider their personality. A book has just been 
published called “‘The Mentality of Apes,” by Wolfgang 
Kohler. The writer devoted himself, between 1913 and 
1917, to a special study of the character of chimpanzees 
at Teneriffe. He states that, like human beings, they 
vary greatly in their power of reasoning. They ‘‘have 
passing crazes, which continue for a few weeks and then 
die out’—another human characteristic! Here is a 
story he tells to show that they can be helpful and purely 
altruistic, and also scientific :— 

“I went up to a chimpanzee on one occasion when I had run a 
splinter into one of my fingers and pointed it out to him... 
He examined the wound, seized my hand, and forced out the splinter 
by two very skilful, but somewhat painful, squeezes with his 


finger-nails; he then examined my hand again, very closely, and 
let it fall, satisfied with his work.” 


Those who have never made a study of animals find it 
difficult to credit an incident like the above, which shows 
that a chimpanzee can act as a doctor, and employ his 
skill upon one of another species. It is our own lack of 
observation and knowledge which accounts for this 
incredulity. A member of the British Union, who kept 
a small monkey as a pet for 15 years, informs us that it 
was capable of abstract thought, being able to follow 
intelligently stories which were related to it, of course 
with the aid of words previously mastered. 


A Caravan Tour Suggestion. 

One of our friends, Mr. Arthur Bell, would like to 
communicate with anyone keen on propaganda, and 
suggests the possibility of a caravan tour during the 
summer. We can give Mr. Bell’s address to inquirers. 
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Animal Inoculation against Tuberculosis. 


The Windsor Express of March 27, advertising a new 
vaccine against tuberculosis (Dr. Calmette’s) disposes thus 


of all previous inoculations :— 

“In this connection. it should be remembered that all attempts 
in the past to immunise animals against tuberculosis with killed 
bacilli have definitely failed in their purpose. The Calmette- 
Guerin vaccine which the Ministry is trying out is a living 
ones. 


Murder by Germs? 


Another murder case by persons with a knowledge of 
bacteriology is occupying the attention of the American 
public. A man named Shepherd is accused of administer- 
ing typhoid germs, which he obtained from Dr. Faiman, 
the head of a School of Bacteriology, to his rich young 
ward, who died. 

One is sometimes tempted to wonder whether such 
tales, like those of the German aeroplanes during the war 
suspected of scattering disease, are invented or at any 
rate exaggerated in order to demonstrate the danger of 
germs. At any rate, two important facts are published 
concerning this case: (1) the alleged typhoid of which 
the victim died did not appear until a year after he is 
said to have been inoculated with the bacilli, and (2) 
he was also inoculated, according to the indictment, 
with “poison in the form of morphine, prussic acid and 
aconitine.”’ 


“Humanity House” Morals. 

The Hon. Managing Director of the British Humane 
Association, Mr. L. Campbell Johnston, wrote, in reply 
to a member who refused to renew his subscription on 
the ground that the Association favours vivisection, as 
follows :— 

“The writer has very closely studied the question of vivisection 
and has himself visited laboratories, both in England and America, 
and noted the animals are in most cases destroyed before recovering 
from the effects of the anesthetic. He has convinced himself 
that the balance of good procured for the human race outweighs 
the cruelty, if any, entailed by research work.” 


It will be observed that Mr. Campbell Johnston deals 
only with those experiments which involve operation, 
and ignores the far larger number in which the knife is 
not used at all, but which entail on the victims severe 
suffering. He is also unmoved by the fate of the operated 
animals not included in the description ‘“‘most cases.” 
But the most extraordinary feature of his letter is his 
conclusion that cruelty (he uses the actual word) can be 
“‘outweighed”’ by other considerations! Apparently he 
does not recognise cruelty as a sin. Here is a Humane 
Association that does not know why we should be 
humane. 


The Maligned Animals. 


That strange organ of a strange Society, called the 
Humanist, published in its January issue an article on 
‘““Love or Universal Sympathy,’? which closes with a 
beautiful piece of advice to man to ‘‘seek God through 
love of mankind, love of animals and all living things 
that share with himself a ‘spark of the Infinite’.”” But 
in spite of this inclusion of animals within the sphere of 
man’s sympathy, the writer does not give us much reason 
for loving them. He states that “‘as combining both an 
animal and a spiritual origin, man inherits dual instincts,”’ 
and proceeds to suggest that all the bad is derived 
from his animal and all the good from his spiritual side! 
‘“‘The instinct of co-operation and gregariousness,”’ he 
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says, is only based on expediency in sub-humans, and can 
thus “be clearly separated from the purely spiritual 
instincts of love and sympathy which are prompted by 
self-sacrifice.” 

But animals have those “‘purely spiritual instincts” 
also, and often sacrifice themselves. The writer of this 
article would do well to study the more reasonable remarks 
of the Rev. Lionel Tayler, and regard animals from the 
“biologic standpoint.” 

We give the same advice to a writer in the Catholic 
Times of January 31. This writer attacks the position 
of a professor of agriculture and a doctor of medicine, 
who have recently, in Canada, revived the idea of using 
criminals for experiments. While agreeing with his 
protest, we deprecate the contempt for animals shown in 


his closing phrase. He writes :— 

“Talk of this kind is evidence of a new mental attitude which 
is very remote from Christian ideals of the special rights and 
dignity of mankind. It is a new thing to propose that men should 
be sacrificed to scientific curiosity, even though they are criminals. 
It is one thing to hold that in certain cases the death penalty has 
to be employed as a punishment for and deterrent from crime. 
It is quite another matter to suggest that the criminal should be 
devoted like a mere beast to the experimental researches of the 
vivisectionists.”’ 


Vaccination Persecution. 


In more than one instance, during the wicked scare 
about smallpox in the Midlands, employees have been 
dismissed because they refused to be vaccinated. Three 
girls thus dismissed were refused unemployment pay by 
the Kettering Exchange, but an appeal to the Court of 
Referees was decided in their favour. 

Alderman Wicksteed contributed a letter of a most 
striking and comprehensive character to the Northampton 
Echo upon the absurd attempt upon the part of purblind 
devotees of vaccination to ‘“‘save Northampton from the 
fate of Gloucester in 1923’?! He shows, concerning the 
latter, the madness of the Ministry of Health officials 
who were alone responsible for its ‘‘fate,” although 
Gloucester itself, except for the shameful burden of 
expense cast upon it and the loss of its trade, was none 
the worse for it, whilst the people laughed the whole 
stupid business to scorn. 

Truth, on May 6, had a long article dealing with the 
present situation, and suggested that the new disease 
should be known, not as ‘‘Alastrim’’ or ‘‘American 
Smallpox,”’ but as “‘Gloucester-Pox !”’ 


Dr. Grenfell tells a Tall Story. 

The Methodist Recorder of April 23 reviewed a book 
entitled Yourself and Your Body, written by the famous 
Labrador doctor, Dr. Wilfred T. Grenfell, primarily 
for the instruction of his own young sons. We hope 
that the poor children are not made to swallow many 


terminological inexactitudes of this order :— 

_ “What did we do to save our soldiers from dying of typhoid 
in the war? We vaccinated them. How did the world get rid 
of smallpox, which once killed millions of people? Vaccinated 
every one. How do we prevent colds nowadays? We vaccinate 
against them. Yes, we make the germs kill themselves. You 
only get rid of your enemies by making them your friends. And 
you can only do that by loving your enemies—that is one of the 
great ‘laws of life.’ ” 

We do not know which to regard as the more astonishing 
—the audacity which allowed Dr. Grenfell to announce 
that “every one’? was vaccinated before “‘the world”’ 
could banish smallpox, or the mental confusion which 
obliterates the difference between loving one’s enemies 
and forcing them to belong to a suicide club. > 


The Young and the Old. 


We have not space to comment upon all the recent 
happenings in regard to vaccination and the needless 
scaremongering that is going on. But our readers will 
have noticed two significant facts—the death of a child 
at Hammersmith from vaccination, recorded on May 9 
(described as ‘‘accidental death,” though the pathologist 
who gave evidence could not deny that there was no reason 
why the child should have died, but for the vaccination), 
and the fact that, a mild case occurring in the Chesterfield 
Workhouse, the Ministry of Health “advised” the vac- 
cination of all the 420 inmates, several of them being 
over 80 years of age! Much suffering and some deaths 
are said to have followed this outrage; it would be 
surprising if there were no cases of death from shock 
after treatment of this kind, which the poor old people 
dared not resist. 


Pro-Vaccinist “ Tricks.” 

The following is a quotation from a syndicated article 
by Dr. William Brady, which appeared in the Brooklyn 
Daily Eagle, October 30, 1924 :— 


“Public Health administration in the country generally is a 
weird combination of bad politics, superstition, paper work and 
red tape, all of which tends to keep the better kind of men out of it. 
The tricky method by which vaccination is made practically com- 
pulsory in some communities is a thing the health authorities 
should be ashamed of—I mean the scheme which arranges one law to 
compel attendance at school and another to exclude the child that 
isn’t vaccinated. That’s an illustration of the unworthy methods 
of bad Public Health administration. People who back such legis- 
lation are too shifty to entrust with the guardianship of public 
health.” 


Brave Anti-Vaccinist Doctors. 

The New York Evening Graphic of January 10 reported an 
interesting decision, the result of which we have not yet 
heard. Assistant-Surgeon-General B. J. Lloyd, of the 
United States Public Health Service, had been trying to 
enforce vaccination, and in this he was opposed by several 
doctors. A bitter quarrel ensued, and Dr. Lloyd finally 
challenged his opponents to sleep, eat and lve among 
smallpox patients for one week without being vaccinated. 
He agreed to do the same after being vaccinated. Possibly 
to his surprise, the challenge was promptly accepted by 
Dr. F. W. Collins, Dr. E. W. Collins and Dr. A. Koeppke. 
We are not sure that anything would be proved by this 
“test,” for nobody suggests that non-vaccination safe- 
guards a person from infection. But two things do emerge 
from the acceptance of the challenge—first, the fact that 
all physicians do not believe in vaccination, and second, 
that the unbelievers are perfectly sincere in their con- 
victions. Dr. Lloyd, however, ought to have two 
vaccinated companions, for as matters stand there is a 
greater chance of infection of the unvaccinated owing to 
their superior number. 


Tuberculin Test for Cattle. 


The Daily Telegraph of May 1 reported the death of a 
famous Shorthorn bull, ‘“‘Gainford Marquis,’ for years 
the premier show bull of Canada. The following signifi- 


cant remark is added :— 

“As a proof of how unreliable the tuberculin test is, this bull 
reacted twice in England, and was sold as a reactor. [That is, as 
a tuberculous subject.] He lived to become Canada’s finest stud 
bull for 14 breeding seasons.” 

Had this bull been tuberculous, it is obvious that no 
stock-breeding farmer would have allowed him to transmit 


the disease to his descendants! 
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Anti-Diphtheria Rites. 

The Medical Officer of May 2 gave a very lucid account 
of the difference between (1) the Schick Test; (2) Toxin- 
antitoxin, and (3) Antitoxin, concerning which the remark 
is rightly made that “‘there is considerable confusion.” 
We will attempt to summarise :— 

(1) The Schick Test.—Some people have a natural 
immunity to diphtheria. The Schick Test is an inocula- 
tion the object of which is to see which people have this 
immunity. (It has often proved its total unreliability.) 

(2) Toxin-Antttoxin —This is a new inoculation, which 
appears to be a rival to the old diphtheria antitoxin. 
It is better described as “‘diphtheria vaccine,’’ for, like 
anti-typhoid vaccine, it contains the disease itself as 
well as its supposed antidote. It isa mixture of diphtheria 
toxin (or poison) and antitoxin. From three to six 
injections are ‘‘needed’’; in fact, the idea seems to be, to 
go on, with periodical recourse to the Schick Test, until 
no reaction is obtained. 

(3) Antitoxin —With this our readers are familiar. 
Briefly described, it is “‘poisoned horse-blood.”’ It is 
supposed to give immunity only for a few months. 


“Lasts for Life!” 

It will be remembered that Jenner received £30,000 
on the basis of the entirely false prophecy that a vaccinated 
person would be protected for life against smallpox. 
Those who are running the anti-diphtheria campaign 
on the Schick plan (with tremendous profits to the vaccine 
makers) are equally bold and reckless in their promises. 
The article in the Medical Officer, dealing with toxin- 
antitoxin, announces :— 

“The immunity developed in this way against diphtheria 
usually lasts for life, and that person need have no further fear of 

. getting this terribly dangerous disease.” 

The same statement is made in a leaflet circularised 
by the City Council of Melbourne, Australia, the influence 
of which our local Branch has been busy in counteracting. 
This leaflet states :— 

“These injections are quite harmless to the child. As it takes 
some months to get the full benefit, which lasts for life, from the 
immunisation, it must be done before, and not during an epidemic.” 

Now, the first occasion on which we heard of toxin- 
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| antitoxin was in 1919, when it killed the children at 


June 1, 1925. 


Dallas, Texas. At that time it was a new thing; New 
York and Chicago had just given the treatment to 4,000 
and 5,000 children respectively, and their experience 
was quoted in its favour. In any case, 10 years cannot 
have elapsed since its introduction. How, then, can 
these medical prophets assert that it protects for life? The 
statement is an obvious absurdity, and reveals the 
incorrigible inaccuracy of medical “scientific” pro- 
nouncements. 


Phrenology. 

While every “‘ Professor of Phrenology”’ one encounters 
making an honest living at a seaside resort in the summer 
may not be a scientist, and some may be the very opposite, 
it is only fair to note that to some extent the teachings of 
phrenology, once simply jeered at, are being scientifically 
established. 

Dr. C. W. Withinshaw, L.R.C.P., L.R.C.S., L.M. 
(Edin.), late demonstrator of Anatomy at the Royal 
College of Surgeons, Edinburgh, has been the first duly 
qualified medical man to dissect a human brain under the 
auspices of the British Phrenological Society (Incorp.), 
and give lessons to students on Brain and Skull. The 
Henderson Trustees endowed last year a course of lectures 
on Phrenology to be given at Edinburgh University, and 
the first three lectures have just been published. The 
Phrenologist, January, 1925, remarks :— 


“The first is by our greatest brain anatomist, Professor Elliot 
Smith; the second by one of our foremost mental specialists, 
Sir James Crichton-Browne; and the third by the greatest British 
anthropologist and craniologist, Sir Arthur Keith. All three 
try to rehabilitate phrenology as a science; all three acknowledge 
the false and deliberate calumny of Gall, the founder of phrenology, 
which has been practised for over a century, and acknowledge that 
he was one of the greatest scientists that ever lived, certainly one 
of the greatest brain anatomists in history.” 


If this be true, it probably means that painstaking 
examination of the human skull resulted in discoveries and 
conclusions that have been attributed to experiments on 
animals. Even more orthodox labourers in this field, 
like Hughlings Jackson, have been largely ignored, while 
experimenters like Sir Victor Horsley got all the glory. 


Correspondence. 


Medical Despotism, | 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


Sir,—Reading Mill again to-day on problems of government | 


I came across a passage which has a close application to other 
things, including medical despotism! 


with caring nothing about them” (J. S. Mill). 
into “health” and “Government” into “Doctor” and the same 
thing holds good. Mill has some lessons for us to-day! 


Again :—‘“‘Submissiveness to the prescriptions of men, as neces- | 
Sities, is the lesson inculcated by all Governments upon those | 


who are wholly without participation in them. The will of 
superiors, and the law as the will of superiors, must be passively 
yielded to. But no men are mere instruments or materials in the 


hands of their rulers, who have will or spirit or a spring of internal | 


activity in the rest of their proceedings; and any manifestation of 
these qualities, instead of receiving encouragement from despots, 
has to get itself forgiven by them.”—Representative Government, 
p- 195 (World’s Classics Edition.) 


for “‘governments” in the above. 
justice in civil and criminal courts a jury of laymen is allowed. 


When will medical research ‘‘despots” learn what all men who | 


have arrogated to themselves a position of absolute authority have 
already learned ? 
Yours, etc., ‘“‘SocraL STUDENT.” 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| The Motive of Vivisection. 


“Leaving things to the | 
Government, like leaving them to Providence, is synonymous | 
Change “‘things” | 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 
SIR ,— 

Although anti-vivisectionists are under no misapprehension 
concerning the motives which frequently underlie the practice of 
modern research, in spite of the professions of experimenters 
that all is done in the cause of alleviation of human suffering, 


_ yet, for the enlightenment of those who are disinclined to question 


these professed motives, it will be more convincing if the anti- 
vivisectionists’ beliefs on this point are confirmed by the findings 
of other scientific researchers. It is for this reason that I would 
like to draw your attention to a statement in a book recently 
written by a prominent psychologist. In dealing with the subject 
of primitive instincts and the guise they assume in a modern 
environment, among such instincts as fear, self-assertion, com- 
bativeness, etc., he mentions the instinct of curiosity, and says 
that this instinct directed towards human nature makes one 


| person a prying gossip, but leads another to search, and he remarks 
Substitute ‘schools of medical research” or ‘‘vivisectionists” | 
Even in the administration of | 


that nothing short of a fundamental instinct could urge on the 
scientist to the researches which he pursues, year after year, 
“regardless of result or reward.” He adds, ‘‘to the good of man- 
kind,” but it will be noticed that the ‘‘good of mankind” aspect 
is quite secondary and incidental, the point being, that the motive 
is, admittedly, curiosity for its own sake. 


Rost. T. Devitt. 
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HE surplus of the money collected for Dr. 


t 


k verdict of the jury that acquitted him, by 
means of the circularisation of a pamphlet 
entitled *‘ Dare Doctors Think ?”’ consisting 


on February 6. 


As usual, we have received some amusing messages | 


from the doctors who do not agree with us, while the old, 
spiteful joke of returning the pamphlet in a closed, 
unstamped envelope remains with them as popular as 
ever. Unfortunately, those who adopted this plan will 
not know that it was, save in a very few cases, defeated 
by our refusal to take in the unstamped letters. We must 


Hadwen’s defence has been spent in con- | 
tinuing the work and broadcasting the | 


| the jungle, was bitten by a tarantula. 
| nearly dead, coiled up in a ball in the throes of tetanus. 


of the verbatim report of the Queen’s Hall | 
This has been sent to every | 


“DARE DOCTORS THINK?” 


had a serious rival in that of a mere savage. The cutting 
consisted of a letter to the Editor, signed L.M.M. (Rich- 
mond), and contained the following story :— 

“A civil servant friend of mine, while travelling in the heart of 
Within an hour he was 
His 
faithful servant ran fearlessly into the jungle in search of a witch 
doctor known to live near. He found him, and persuaded him 
to treat this white man. The doctor came, bearing a no more 


| exciting remedy than a bunch of bananas—and some white powder. 
| He rubbed the bananas and the powder on my friend’s chest, 


| and hummed a sorrowful little melody as he did so. 


confess to letting these go with some regret; since, had we | 


opened them all, we should probably have been able to add 
some illuminating examples of medical rancour to this 
article for the entertainment of our readers. 

One doctor wrote on the cover of the 
returned pamphlet: 

“T’ll thank you to keep your d d nonsense 
to yourself, and not pester me with your trash.” ' 

Another wrote :— 

“T wasted five minutes precious time reading 
the report of Mr. Chancellor’s speech, and a 
bigger collection of piffling rubbish I never read 
in my life. I have no time to read the others 
to see if they are better or worse, but I am 
returning the booklet in case you may find some 
empty-headed person to swallow it and gloat 
over it. To anyone of average intelligence it 
is sheer waste of time.” 

This breathless gentleman practises in 
Rugby. Perhaps it is vaccination that 
keeps him so busy. 

A third doctor began :— 

“You should really stop broadcasting ‘tripe’ 


IN REPLY To THE 


NEVER 


—_—__ 


THINK - vm SuRe 


Sars ELLZZZI 
of this kind,” aA 4) 


and complained of having to pay two- 
pence to return it. In view of his ex- 
traordinary consideration in stamping 
his letter, we returned the twopence. 

One doctor (who clearly knew nothing of the practice 
of Lawson Tait and Granville Bantock) asked us— 


“What would happen to surgeons if they refused to sterilise 
their instruments, dressings, etc?” 


He added :— 


“Fancy a medical man throwing tetanus antitoxin away. How 
would he like to get tetanus and have no chance of recovery?” 


We reminded him that Lt.-Col. Donegan, who threw 
the antitoxin away, had pointed out that there was no 


So he sent it back. 


‘ After some 
hours the patient’s limbs relaxed, and he came back from what 
was almost certain death.” 


A letter from a medical man with hospital associations 
was quite pathetic. He wrote :— 

“‘T am too old to be surprised or shocked at anything. ... I 
shall take the first opportunity of showing it to Dr. B , and 


I hope that we may do something to counteract the influence of the 
pamphlet.” 


We are glad to give him and his friend something to do. 
It is good news that they recognise the importance of the 
Queen’s Hall speeches, and fear their “‘ influence.” 

Two London medical men returned the subscription 
form torn from the last page of our pam- 
phlet, and painstakingly informed us 
thereon that they “‘ do not desire to become 
members or associates of the British Union, 
and do noi enclose anything as an annual 
subscription”; and one of them added :— 

“T consider your President a danger to the 
community, and your Society a collection of 
ignorant cranks. I will gladly subscribe to a 
Society for the abolition of the irregularities 
and abuses of vivisection.” 

Would he? We wonder! As to our Presi- 
dent, we can only express the hope that his 
detractor enjoys to an equal degree the 
appreciation of his own patients. The trial 
taught one lesson at least —the kind of 
doctor who gains the love of the people. 

A few friendly letters (besides one froma 
lady doctor who is entirely with us) have 
been received from doctors, commenting 
upon the speeches at Queen’s Hall. One of 
these directs attention to a pathological 
specimen preserved in a certain hospital 
—a diphtheritic membrane that really did come away 
whole, an interesting fact of which Dr. Hadwen was glad 


_ to hear; the preservation of this membrane as a curiosity 
_ only establishes, of course, the extreme rarity of such a 


phenomenon. ae 
Another doctor congratulated Dr. Hadwen on sticking 
to his guns and adopting the treatment in which he 


_ believed. He went on to extol vaccines and sera, but, 


tetanus in Mesopotamia at the time, nor had there been © 


anything that could possibly be called by that name; 


Authorities of the War Office are still happy in their 
naive belief that the antitoxin that was actually thrown 
away saved the troops from that disease. 


Another doctor asked our opinion of a case of his own. 


curiously enough, admitted that he had personally 
never lost a case of diphtheria when he applied other 


| remedies! 
but, we added, we have no doubt that the Medical | 


From such friendly letters we glean that the Queen’s 


| Hall speeches have certainly succeeded in making these 
_ doctors think; and as the vast majority, naturally, did not 
- communicate with us at all, we may well assume that 


He had applied tetanus antitoxin to a sick child, who | 


recovered. We sent him a cutting from the Daztly 
Express, which we had just received from a correspondent, 
undated; and pointed out that, even if the child’s 
recovery were in any way due to the serum, his treatment 


they had an equal effect in many other cases. As for our 
avowed opponents, they evidently preferred abuse to 
thought, and either confessed or suggested that they had 
not even read the pamphlet. They had not therefore 
any material for thought upon the matter even if they 
were capable of it. 
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HOW TO ANSWER. 


(Continued from May.) 


E continue our series of 
questions and answers, deal- 
ing still with the letter T. 

)}(1) Q.—Was not TETANUS 
conquered in the 
Army by inocula- 
tion? 

A .—The only way to pre- 
vent tetanus develop- 
ing from a_ dirty 
wound which has in- 
fected the  nerve- 
endings is to wash 

it clean. There were a good many tetanus cases 

at the beginning of the war, because the wounded 
were not quickly reached. As the R.A.M.C. 
became more experienced and effective, the 
men were in hospital with wounds washed within 

a few hours, and tetanus consequently declined. 

The same thing happened throughout the war. 

Whenever there was a retreat, and the men 

were left out in the open with their wounds 

unwashed, the tetanus death-rate rose. 


(2) Q.—Was there less mortality from tetanus than 


in other wars? 


A.—No; the proportion was about the same as in the 


Franco-Prussian War. There was only a 
fictitious fall in the case-deathrate, as with 
diphtheria antitoxin, by the method of putting 
in ‘‘cases” which were not cases at all. An order 
was issued in 1916 that every man who had a 
tremor in his wounded limb should be put down 
as a case of “local tetanus.’ Of these cases 
none died, but the new diagnosis greatly 
increased the cases, and the deaths dropped 
proportionately. 


(3) Q.—Are there definite instances of the failure of 


this inoculation ? 


A.—The War Office issued a memorandum in July, 


1917, showing that out of 36 cases of tetanus, 
that had received a preventive dose of the serum 
within 24 hours, 28 died. But perhaps the most 
amusing evidence of failure is to be found in the 
book called ‘‘A Regimental Surgeon in War and 
Prison,” by Capt. R. V. Dolbey, R.A.M.C. 
Describing the conditions of imprisonment in 
Germany he writes, “‘Our men, alone of all the 
wounded, received no tetanus antitoxin to pro- 
tect them. Yet they suffered far less from this 
terror than either German or French.” 


(4) Q.—Is Tetanus caused by a particular germ? 


A.—Dr. Leonard Hill says that the tetanus germ, 


when washed clean, is harmless. 


(1) Q.—Is not TUBERCULIN good for consumption? 


A .—Over a score of tuberculins have been claimed as 


cures or preventives. They all fail. Koch was 
the first to make the claim in 1882. His tuber- 
culin was admittedly a disastrous failure. 
Similar claims are continually being made up 
to the present day, with all the resources of Press 
advertisement. One of the latest is the serum 


of Spahlinger, consisting of 22 different germs 
passed through the bodies of horses. A contem- 
porary claim was made by Dreyer, but it did not 
stand long. The multiplicity of the inoculations 
alone is enough to discredit them. Perhaps 
inoculation for consumption, of all diseases, has 
the smallest number of medical supporters. The 
particular brand in fashion is frequently de- 
nounced at medical meetings. 
(2) Q.—How is tuberculosis to be fought? 

A.—Purely by sanitation. It had declined by 50 
per cent. before the tubercle bacillus was even 
discovered. So we know the way. 

(3) Q.—Is it caused by the tubercle bacillus ? 

A .—That idea has been taught, but in view of the 
fact that the bacillus as a rule does not show 
itself until the disease has progressed some 
months, it is absurd. Moreover, Sir Douglas 
Powell declares that the bacillus is “definitely 
more contagious when mixed with streptococci 
and other organisms’ (Royal Commission 
Report, page 32), which does not say much for 
its specific character. 

(4) Q.—Is tuberculosis acquired by drinking cow’s 
milk ? 

A.—Nobody wants to drink the milk of a sick 
animal, but we can drink with impunity the milk 
of a cow that harbours the tubercle bacillus. 
This has often been proved.* The fact is, cows 
that harbour the bacillus are as a rule healthy. 


(5) Q.—Is not tuberculin useful as a cattle test? 


A.—Enlightened farmers deny this. Indeed, the 
test was declared misleading by the French 
Ministry of Medicine in October, 1922, in a 
special Report issued by the request of the French 
Government. And the Minister of Public Works 
(Dr. Sutherland) told the Legislature of British 
Columbia at the end of 1924, ‘‘the tuberculin 
test has been a failure ... We have been 
slaughtering thousands of animals which were 
perfectly safe milk producers and passing over 
others that are a real menace.” 


(1) Q0.—Who was LAWSON TAIT? 

A .—Probably the greatest surgeon of the nineteenth 
century, and an Anti-vivisectionist. He stated 
that vivisection (which he had practised) had 
only led him astray. He also opposed Lister’s 
antiseptic treatment at a time when the whole 
medical world had accepted it. All surgeons 
now recognise that he was right. He was the 
pioneer of aseptic as opposed to antiseptic treat- 
ment. The New York Medical Journal, June 17, 
1899 (and other medical papers of that time) 
commented on his fight against Listerism, show- 
ing that when he used Lister’s carbolic spray he 
had 19 deaths out of 50 ovariotomy cases, but as 
soon as he gave it up he had only 3 out of 50; 
and later, he did 139 consecutive ovariotomies 


* See the British Union’s publication, ‘“‘ Tuberculosis and Cow’s 


Milk 
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without a single death. ‘‘This remarkable 
record,”’ said the Journal of the American Medical 
Association, “‘was offered as a protest against 
Listerism.”’ 

(2) Q0.—But did he not once say that, while he was 
opposed to vivisection as an aid to surgery, 
he thought experiments on animals useful in 
regard to bacteriology ? 

A .—Our opponents have most unscrupulously made 
use of a suggestion of this kind which Lawson 
Tait made at a medical meeting in 1882. They 
ignore the fact that further examination of the 
question caused him entirely to alter this opinion. 
In 1889, shortly before his death, he declared that 
experiments on animals had, ‘‘as in the cases of 
Koch, Pasteur and Lister, covered the profession 
with ridicule,’’ and he moved a resolution for the 
abolition of every kind of experimentation on 
animals. 

(1) Q.—What is TOXIN -ANTITOXIN? 

A .—Diphtheria antitoxin mixed with the toxin, or 
alleged poison, of the disease. It is injected 
into people as a supposed preventive of 
diphtheria. 


V 


(1) Q@.—What is a VACCINE? 

A .—A culture of germs, either dead or alive, or of the 
liquid in which they have been grown. A 
vaccine is not, like a serum or antitoxin, taken 
from an animal, but may be taken from the 
patient’s own body. But vaccines have all been 
obtained originally through animal experimenta- 
tion. 

(2) Q.—Do you oppose Vaccines on that ground ? 

A.—Partly; but also because inoculation is an 
unnatural way of dealing with disease, and a 
very dangerous fashion. Those who recommend 
it have a totally perverted idea of health. 

(3) Q@.—In what way? 

A .—It is the duty of a health authority to provide 
a healthy environment, not to create an artificial 
state within the bodies of the people. Inoculation 
with vaccines (as also with some antitoxins) is 
chiefly used for ‘‘prevention.’’ The idea is, by 
a direct assault on the blood, to create a condi- 
tion in the body which counteracts typhoid, 
diphtheria, colds, etc. The true path to health 
is to keep the body pure by pure living, and to 
create such outside conditions as will assist. 

(4) Q.—Is preventive medicine then of no avail? 

A .—Medicine is for the sick, not for the well. The 
very words “preventive medicine” are absurd. 
“Preventive conditions” should be sought. 
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(5) Q.—Do modern doctors really suggest inoculation 
against all diseases ? 

A .—First they insist on vaccination against smallpox. 
They have also introduced the Schick test for 
everybody, under the fallacious idea that they 
can thereby discover those likely to take 
diphtheria; they then proceed to inoculate these 
with toxin-antitoxin. That campaign being 
fairly advanced, they have now gone on to the 
“Dick test’? for scarlet fever. It is obvious that 
they are gradually working up to the time when 
artificial immunisation against mumps, measles, 
chicken-pox, influenza and every other zymotic 
will follow. The absurdity of spending one’s 
whole life in being unnaturally “protected” 
against diseases with which one may never come 
in contact should be clear to everybody with a 
spark of commonsense. The danger of having these 
things forced upon school children is very urgent. 
We are getting rid of zymotic diseases without 
these fads. They waited until scarlet fever had 
declined from 719 deaths per million (1871-80) to 
32 (1916-20), and then they began to consider the 
advisability of artificial immunisation against 
a rapidly and steadily vanishing disease. The 
continuation of the decline would, of course, 
be attributed to the new method! 

(6) Q.—Are not vaccines used as treatment when a 
person is ill? 

A.—Certainly. Although we do not believe in 
vaccines, we recognise that to use them as treat- 
ment is more sensible in its aim than to use them 
as preventives. But their failure is much more 
marked than their alleged successes. For every 
person you meet who tells you of an experience 
that a tendency to catch cold has been cured by a 
vaccine, you may meet two others who testify 
to having had severe colds after the treatment. 

(7) Q.—But are not the doctors practically unani - 
mous in recommending vaccines ? 

A .—Sir Watson Cheyne has expressed great doubt of 
them, calling them ‘‘very broken reeds” (Lancet, 
February 27, 1915) and Sir Thomas Horder 
has admitted that ‘‘much of the increase in the 
bulk of vaccine therapy” is due to “the forcing 
of the doctor’s hand by the patient’’ (because 
‘“‘inoculation is fashionable—it has caught on 
with the public’’) and to “‘a natural desire not 
to be left behind,’’ rather than to ‘‘honest con- 
viction”’ of the doctors (Royal Soc. of Med., 
January 27, 1914). Some cases may improve 
after any treatment; all through medical history 
this has been so, however wrong and foolish the 
treatment. Those patients would have got well 
in any case. 


bow Pasteur Stunts Pay. 


E have always believed that the persistent laud- 

ation of Pasteur and the repetition ad nauseam 

of his biography at stated intervals, had for 

their object the popularisation of the inoculation treat- 
ment which he inaugurated. In France, even postage 
stamps bear his image! 
of February 22 that there may be an additional reason; 
the information is so enlightening that we pass it on:— 
“The French Senate has just decided that a limit must be put 


But we learn from the Observer | 


to the awards of the several grades of the Legion of Honour. These 
awards are habitually made on January 1 and July 14, and every 
Government department has a fixed ration for its own servants 
and friends, which accounts for an artist or man of letters some- 
times appearing in such a list as that of the Minister of Health. 
There has, however, recently grown up the habit of issuing excep- 
tional lists on special occasions or anniversaries of national 
importance. Hence the enthusiasm for such celebrations as 
those of Pasteur and Ronsard, of whom perhaps less would 
| have been heard if they had not brought an honours list with 
| themipe 
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AR OR FAVOUR.” 


Tic book which bears this admirable title, and | 


fully justifies it, consists of a series of essays by 
the Rev. B. G. Bourchier, M.A., who, as most 
people know, is the Vicar of St. Jude’s-on-the-Hill, 
Hampstead Garden Suburb, and the President of the 
local Branch of the British Union. It is published at 


5s. net (incidentally, its cheapness is remarkable) by | 


Messrs. Chapman & Hall. It contains chapters on various 
Church interests, on Vivisection, Prohibition, Divorce, 
Betting, Cremation, Legal Punishments and _ other 
similar topics—20 chapters in all, and every one well 
worth reading. We heartily commend it to our readers. 

In a chapter ‘‘Concerning Animals,”” Mr. Bouchier 
writes :— 

‘Believe me, I am not anxious to make anybody necessarily 
think as I do, but I am desperately anxious to make all men 
think.” 

His book certainly achieves this purpose. Restraint 
is the reviewer’s difficulty. One wants to comment 
upon all the views expressed, to argue, to inquire further, 
but nearly always to agree; for, broadly speaking, this 
writer can be depended upon to take the sane, common- 
sense view,even when that is very far from being the view 
of the Church of whose ministry he is a devoted member. 
As practically all the subjects treated of are considered 
“controversial,” perhaps we had better confine ourselves 
to those with which we are immediately concerned, viz., 
the chapters “‘Concerning Vivisection’”’ and “Concerning 
Animals.”’ 

The former is a complete Anti-vivisection pamphlet 
in itself. Mr. Bourchier begins by dealing with the 
question from the moral standpoint, and states our 
position very clearly in the light of the Christian revela- 
tion. But he goes on to ask: 


“ Are we to fight vivisection on the moral aspect of the subject | : 
_ advice ; 


or on the scientific ?” 
And concludes that we are bound to do both, for reasons 
which have always appealed to the British Union. He 


| have much time to study. 
_ to help in spreading the teaching that flesh-food is not a 


/ means much suffering to animals; 
' man kills for food in a far crueller manner than animals 


The chapter “‘Concerning Animals” deals with many 


_of the other cruelties which anti-vivisectionists oppose, 
yp, and it is indeed a cause for thankfulness that so able a 
| plea for their consideration should be addressed to clergy- 
-men by a clergyman. 
/any other prominent man with whose writings we are 


Mr. Bourchier goes further than 


acquainted, when he reveals himself in one priceless 


| sentence—a sentence so nobly daring that no man who did 


not put fear and favour out of his consideration could have 
written it :— 
“Tt is extremely doubtful if the animals were ever intended 


| by God to occupy the subordinate position in life to which man, 
| by dint of his superior strength, has relegated them. 


Signs are 
not wanting that the Divine intention was that the animal should 
be the complement, not the slave, of man. However, that is a 


| big subject.” 


It is, indeed; and one which only a “‘big”” man would 
allow himself to contemplate. Apart from this one 
glimpse which Mr. Bourchier allows us into the higher 
flights of philosophical thought in which he indulges, 
there is nothing in his book that is not moderate enough 
to appeal to a quite average intelligence. 


HEALTH AND DIET. 


Wi: often receive for review books which deal with 


the Food Question—an important question, we 
readily acknowledge, but one which few of us 
We are always glad, however, 


necessity, since, under present conditions, carnivorism 
and, be it noted, 


kill one another. Here, then, are three vegetarian books 
lately received: Diet and Good Health, by Dugald Semple 
(price 1s. 6d.), and The Healthy Life Cook Book, and 
Food Remedies, by Florence Daniel (price 1s. paper cover ; 
2s. cloth bound)—all three published by the C. W. 
Daniel Co. The “Cook Book” is, as its name implies, 
a book of recipes. ‘“‘Food Remedies” gives us the name 
of each vegetable, fruit or other food, followed by a 
description of its recognised or alleged effect upon certain 
disorders. Mr. Semple’s book is more argumentative, 
and gives many health maxims and useful suggestions. 
Few people are likely, e.g., to give up drinking at meals, or 


_ to banish tea and coffee from their dietary, unless forced to 
_ do so by ill-health, which is rather hard upon the enthusi- 


_astic advocate of these and other heroic measures. 


For 
ourselves, we never read books which give such advice 
without stifling all incipient doubt with the murmur 


“All men cannot receive this saying—he that is able to 


receive it, let him receive it.’’ It is probably excellent 


but until we have time to convince ourselves 


that the argument for it is unanswerable, we tread the 


shows that to lay bare the falsity of the utilitarian claims | 


for vivisection is by no means synonymous with relin- 
quishing the belief that the moral argument is the more 
important, for while some people aver that the latter 


alone is sufficient, nobody has ever claimed that vivi- | 


section should be opposed on scientific grounds alone. 


suffer’? as follows :— 

(1) Those due to violation or neglect of hygiene, public or 
personal. 

(2) Those due to dietetic errors. 


path of danger in all the bliss of ignorance. 


BEE-DISEASE. 
M: ALFRED RYALL has just issued a new 


and enlarged edition of his treatise on the 
Isle of Wight Disease in Bees. The treatise is 


_in pamphlet form, and priced at 3s., but those willing 
He classifies “‘the majority of the ills from which we | 


to pay for valuable scientific information will not 
grudge that sum, if their bee-keeping is assisted. Mr. 


_ Ryall runs counter to the idea that bee-disease is caused 
_ by a germ or a mite, and regards it as developed or bred 


(3) Those due to the premature exhaustion of vital force and | 


nervous energy. 


An admirable classification! And he shows that it is 


in the bee by wrong rearing. Hisremarks on its prevention 
and cure will be found of interest. Copies of his treatise 
can be obtained from him at 8, Ospringe Road, N.W.5. 
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BOLTON. 


refusal of the Libraries Committee to place the ABOLITIONIST on 
the tables is a matter of public comment. The Evening News of 
April 22 tried to explain the attitude of the Committee; but all 
such efforts are bound to fail, because every Library is bound to 
circulate propagandist views of one kind or another, and it is only 
a matter of choice which shall be encouraged and which repressed. 


well as Mr. Alan Crompton and friends, assisted Miss Occleshaw 
in distributing humane literature at a Flower Show in aid of the 
local Infirmary on May 2, permission having been kindly granted ; 


of humane propagandists appeared to annoy some people. 


BRADFORD. 


A fortnight’s Shop Campaign was held in Bradford in the last 
fortnight in April. Mrs. Keith Mackenzie was in charge, and 
during the first week was assisted by Mrs. Winter. Members 
of the local Committee were assiduous in their attendance and 
rendered valuable help. About 130 members were made, includ- 
ing three life members. One member, Mr. Langbehn, con- 
tributed two letters to the local Press. The following unsolicited 
passage from the Bradford Daily Telegraph of April 28 shows the 
interest aroused. Incidentally, it draws a comparison between 
dogs and men—when the latter happen to be ‘‘road-hogs.” 

“Few English folk nowadays remain unmoved at the sight of a 
dumb animalin pain. That was why asympathetic crowd gathered 
from nowhere in less than two minutes after a motor car had run 
over a dog in Otley Road the other morning. But the point of 
this reference is that a dumb animal went one further than many 
of the bystanders, in showing a touching practical sympathy 
with the slowly expiring doggy. It seemed to realise that one of 
its kind was in pain and in further danger. With the tip of its 
nose this dog gently tried to push the little sufferer away from 
the tramlines towards the side of the road—an unusual kindness 
that someone completed. There are exceptions to the suggestion 
made at the beginning of this topic. For instance, the motorist 
who bowled over the doggy did not stop. But for most of us the 
assertion holds good. That may have been the reason why such 
a large number of people were attracted to a corner shop in the 
centre of the city yesterday, to stare and to wonder, with awaken- 
ing disgust, at the instruments used in the course of the vivisection 
of our dumb friends, and the explanatory statements of the British 
Union for Abolition of Vivisection. Scores of Bradfordians 
must have gone away thoughtfully from that corner yesterday.” 


DUBLIN. 


We were only able, last month, to give an incomplete report 
of the recent reception held in Dublin on March 30. The organisa- 
tion was in the hands of our devoted hon. secretary, Miss Lily 
Carr, who worked very hard. Mrs. Lyburn kindly undertook 
the refreshment department, supplying this item out of her own 
pocket. Among the audience (some 60 being present) there were 
about a dozen medical students, and all fully appreciated the 
address of Mrs. Whyte. Miss Carr had tastefully decorated the 
room, and she and Mrs. Le Brocquy helped to entertain those 
present, while Mrs. R. V. Bewley and several other friends did 
much propaganda work. The Chairman was the Rev. Frank 
Aldhouse, who, when chatting with Miss Carr before the meeting, 
asked for a pencil and on the spur of the moment wrote her the 
following expression of his views in verse :— 

“That God made all His creatures for our use 
We know, but never for our vile abuse. 
Rather would I for ever suffer pain 
Than know the innocent, by suffering pain, 
Should make my hours of comfort! Let me live 
That love to all God’s creatures I may give.” 


FINCHLEY. 


During the recent local elections for the Middlesex County 
Council, the Finchley Urban District Council and the Guardians, 
a questionnaire was sent to those candidates whose opinions were 
not already known. A humanitarian was elected for the first 
and two anti-vivisectionists for the second, one being a member 
of this Branch. Two very satisfactionary letters were received 
from candidates for the Guardians, who unfortunately were not 


| elected. But the Barnet and Finchley Guardians are almost 
We are glad to note, from remarks in the Bolton Press, that the | 


solid against vaccination and the Schick test. 

Dr. Snow, Branch President, had the pleasure of hearing from 
his son at Shanghai that his article in the January number of the 
Nineteenth Century on ‘‘The Vivisection of Dogs” has been repro- 
duced at length in the North China Daily News, a paper with a 
wide circulation out there. 


MANCHESTER. 
Mr. John Buck and four boys of the Bolton Boys’ Brigade, as | 


During the last few months the extreme pressure of work, 


| correspondence and callers has completely overwhelmed our 
| Manchester workers, and the Secretary reports that several good 


i | helpers have had a breakdown in health, through the nature of 
it was thought best to give the specifically Anti-vivisection leaflets | 


outside the grounds, rather than inside, since the mere presence | 


the work and the continuous pressure. It will not be possible 
to carry on for long under the present strain, and unless something 


| can be done to ease the financial burdens, much useful and 


important work will have to be curtailed and held over. Surely 
it ought not to be impossible, throughout the important areas 
served by our Northern Office and Secretary, to raise a sufficient 
sum to relieve the great strain imposed by strenuous activity in 
the cause of the defenceless! There is urgent need for a typist, 
without whose assistance no other office carrying on the work of 
our Manchester Branch could exist for a month. 

Numerous public meetings and a large number of Group meet- 
ings have been organised and addressed by Mr. Middleton and his 
workers. Over 25,000 leaflets have been printed, and these have 
been circulated in the streets and at churches and chapels quite 
recently. This involves heavy cost in time, health and money. 
PLEASE HELP! 


PORTSMOUTH. 

The Portsmouth and I.W. Branch held a Shop Campaign at 
103, Commercial Road, from April 11 to 25, the arrangements 
being made by Mr. Maurice Toms. The new members enrolled 
numbered 420, much of the success in this matter being due to 
Miss B. Smith, who was at the shop during the whole period that 
it was open. Mrs. Pearce-Jiggins and Mrs. Radley were also in 
constant attendance, and the other helpers included Mrs. 
MacFarlane, Mrs. Sidney Corner, Miss L. E. Pugh (Ryde), Mrs. 
Eyre Heriot (Worthing), Miss Whillier, Capt. MacDonnell, Mrs. 
Hall, Mrs. Slatter, Mrs. Holdaway, Mrs. Taylor, Miss M. Wilkins 
(Ryde) and Messrs. B. G. and Layton Horniman. Some of the 
new members brought in others to join, and an anonymous donation 
of £1 was handed to Miss Pugh outside the shop. Enormous 
interest was aroused, and there is every possibility of making 
Portsmouth a strong Anti-vivisection centre, but the Branch 
greatly needs more helpers to keep in touch with the members, 
distribute the ABOLITIONIST, and collect subscriptions. A con- 
siderable amount of first-hand evidence was received on the ill- 
effects of inoculation and vaccination. A local medical man 
expressed almost entire agreement with our Cause, admitting that 
inoculation was chiefly kept going by the powerful commercial 
interests concerned. In spite of unavoidably heavy expenses, 
the Campaign receipts exceeded the expenditure by £5, which 
was voted to the Southern Federation Van Fund. 

Each month Miss Smith sells a number of ABOLITIONISTS to 
members who subscribe Is.; many people are glad to have the 
paper in this way, and more helpers are urgently needed to extend 
this work. 


SCOTLAND. 
A library of anti-vivisection literature is now in course of being 


| got together for the use of members of the Society in the Rooms at 


14, Newton Terrace, Glasgow. 


TYLORSTOWN. 

At a meeting held at Ebenezer Chapel, on May 11, an impressive 
address was given by Lady Clare Annesley, on the subject ‘‘ Humani- 
tarianism and Religion.” The Rev. H, Withers, vicar of the parish, 
presided. The meeting was convened on behalf of Animal Welfare 
Week by Mr. E. Davies, of Tylorstown, a member of our Cardiff 
Branch, and our literature was distributed. 


WORTHING. 

At the next ‘At Home” on June 2, Mrs. Hartung will speak on 
“Fur and Feathers” at 3 o’clock. On July 7, Dr. Mabel Foley 
will give a short paper on “‘ The Dangers of Vaccines and Serums.” 

The President of the Branch, the Rev. Arthur Ingleby, M.A., 
is giving a Garden Meeting at his residence, St. Clement’s, Mill 
Road, on Thursday, July 2. Invitations and details will be 
issued in due course, but members are asked to keep the date. 
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BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BIRMINGHAM. 

On April 24 Miss Kidd spoke on “‘ Anti-vivisection” at an Animal 
Welfare Meeting held in the Temperance Hall, Miss Cole dealing 
with the “Traffic in Old Horses,” and other speakers with 
Slaughter Reform and the Sufferings of Pit Ponies. Mr. Ord 
presided over a good audience. 

BLACKPOOL. 

The Blackpool Express and Blackpool Gazette reported a meeting 
of our local Branch, held on April 27, when the Rev. F. Hibbert 
presided and Mr. Middleton spoke on “‘ Vivisection.”” The former 
paper had bold headlines: ‘Startling Revelations About Vivi- 
section at Blackpool— ‘Horrible Experiments’ Condemned.” 


BOLTON. 

On April 21 the Annual Meeting of our Bolton Branch was held 
in the Spinners’ Hall, the Rev. J. Mercer Muzzell presiding. Mr. 
Middleton was the speaker. The Bolton Evening News and the 
Bolton Journal and Guardian reported. 

On May 6 an Animal Welfare Meeting was held in Palatine 
Buildings, the speakers being the Rev. J. Darbyshire, Miss E. 
Occleshaw (who dealt with Vivisection), and Mr. W. M. 
Farrington. Good reports appeared in the local Press. 

On May 13 a meeting was held in the Vegetarian Café, and 
presided over by Mr. J. Hitchen. 

On May 14, before the Christian Endeavour Class at the Harvey 
Street Primitive Methodist Church, Halliwell, Miss E. Occleshaw 
gave an address, and on concluding she unexpectedly called 
upon Mr. Alan Crompton and Mr. John Buck for speeches of 15 
minutes each, which they gave with excellent effect. 


BROMLEY. 

Mr. Spurrier kindly gave two admirable addresses for our local 
Branch on April 26. One, in the afternoon, to the Adult School, 
and one, in the evening, to the Theosophical Lodge. 

A meeting was held at the Public Library on April 29, when 
Mr. Richard Holworthy presided, and the speakers were Mr. 
H. G. Chancellor and Mr. Maurice Toms. Good reports appeared 
in the local Press and new members were gained; the expenses of 
the meeting were most kindly defrayed by Mrs. Forster. 


CARDIFF. 

On May 8, under the auspices of the National Welfare Week 
Council, Mr. A. Middleton gave an address on ‘‘ Animals’ Rights 
and Human Progress.” Lord Pontypridd presided and expressed 
his entire agreement with all that the speaker had said. 


CHELTENHAM. 

The Cheltenham Echo and Gloucester Citizen had long reports of 
a crowded meeting held in the Cheltenham Town Hall on May 5. 
The Rev. R. D. S. Camus presided, and the speakers were Lt.-Col. 
Donegan, C.B., and Dr. Hadwen. 

CLAPTON. 

The Annual Meeting took place on April 18. It was agreed to 
place money boxes with those willing to collect and to print 
specially and post to selected residents 3,000 leaflets. 


FOLKESTONE. 

On May 10 Miss Barnett, of Tunbridge Wells, spoke at a small 
meeting in Folkestone, with the excellent result that a Branch 
of the British Union was started, with 22 members. Mrs. Clarke 
kindly undertook to be hon. secretary, and two members offered 
to give help in visiting. A little work with the Van, which is 
expected, should establish a strong Branch. 

GUILDFORD. 

On May 4 Mr. H. G. Chancellor spoke on “Our Duty to the 
Animal Kingdom” at the Corona Café, Guildford, the Rev. Priestley 
Prime occupying the chair. The Surrey Times of May 9 reported 
the meeting. 

HANWELL. 

On May 7, Miss Kidd addressed the Women’s Section of the 
Labour Party, Hanwell, Mrs. Daniell presiding over a good 
attendance. Great interest was shown in the question of 
inoculation and vaccination. 

HOVE. 

On April 18 a very successful “At Home” was given by Mrs. 
Griffths-Masten at her residence in Brunswick Square. The 
speaker was Mr. Roy Horniman, who gave a most powerful and 
eloquent address. The Hon. Lady Henniker-Heaton, a Vice- 
President of the Branch, was in the chair, and warmly supported 
the Cause. There was a very large attendance; amongst those 
present were—Lady Bagot, the Hon. Barbara Bagot, Ellen Lady 
Berwick, Sybil Lady Eden, Lady Harvey, Major and Lady Dorothy 
Lee-Warner, Mrs. Cholmeley Harrison, Miss Cholmeley Harrison, 
Mr. and Mrs. F. W. Lee, Major and Mrs. Carr, Mr. and Mrs. 
Mark Ambient, Mr. and Mrs. Nugent, Miss Beatrice Ricards, 
Mrs. Hamilton Little, and many other well-known Hove residents. 


LEICESTER. 

The Annual Meeting of the Branch was held at the Memorial 
Hall, New Walk, on May 4. Lady Rolleston took the chair, 
and was supported on the platform by Councillor J. T. Biggs, J.P., 
Mrs. Biggs and Miss Marian Ellis. After the business, light 
refreshments were served. Afterwards a conference was held on 
the “ Moral Aspects of Vivisection,’”’ Councillor J. T. Biggs, Messrs. 
Coates, Elsmere, Kirk and Ball taking part. The meeting was a 
successful one, but we wish more of the members would attend. 

LONDON. 

On April 30 Miss Kidd addressed the South Tottenham Labour 
Party, Women’s Section, on ‘Vivisection,” and had a very 
sympathetic hearing. A number of ABOLITIONISTS were sold. 

MANCHESTER. 

The Manchester Guardian of May 6 and the City News of May 9 
gave good reports of a meeting held in the Memorial Hall on May 5, 
when Mr. J. Cuming Walters presided. Miss C. E. Andrews 
spoke on “‘ Humane Killing and Food Reform,” Mr. T. Abbott on 
“The Work of the R.S.P.C.A.,” and the Rev. H. H. Johnson on 
“Vivisection.”” A comprehensive resolution was passed on the 
motion of Mr. C. Rawdon Briggs. 

On April 16 a meeting was held in the British Union Offices, 
Councillor G. N. Hallowell presiding. 

On April 15 a Group Meeting was held in the Branch room, 
Mr. A. Middleton presiding. 

On April 23 the Study Circle and Discussion Group held a 
meeting, when Mr. V. Wilson presided, and Mr. A. Middleton gave 
a lecture on “Insulin and other Vivisection Triumphs.” 

On May 14 a meeting of representatives was held in the Victoria 
Street Rooms, Councillor G. N. Hallowell presiding. Important 
business was transacted. 

MELBOURNE. 

On March 30, the best meeting yet held by our Melbourne 
Branch took place in the Brunswick Town Hall, when Mr. J. R. 
Jewell, M.L.A., Mr. B. J. Parkinson, Mr. T. M. Wilton and 
the Rev. W. A. Shaw spoke. The Mayor of Brunswick, Councillor 
F. T. Wimpney presided. Lantern slides were shown. 

NORTHWICH. 

The Rev. Noel Nowell addressed the assistants at the shop of 
Mr. J. Coombs on April 6, having an audience of between 30 and 
40. We are much indebted both to him and to Mr. Coombs, who 
has been a lifelong supporter of the Cause. 

PORTSMOUTH. 

In connection with Animal Welfare Week, a Public Meeting 
was arranged by Mrs. Holdaway at the High Street Chapel on 
May 6. Mr. Wm. M. Durman presided, and, in the course of 
his remarks, roundly condemned vivisection and “sport.” Mr. 
Maurice Toms was the chief speaker, whilst Miss N. O’Shea and 
Miss E. F. Maynard also addressed the meeting. 

SCOTLAND. 

The following meetings have been held during the past month 

by the Scottish Anti-vivisection Society :— 
April 16—Rutherglen I.L.P. (Mr. Brown). 

» 19—Motherwell I.L.P. (Mr. Brown). 

, 19—Students’ Settlement, Glasgow (Mr. Semple). 

» 23—Partick West I.L.P. (Mr. Brown). 

» 380—Whitevale I.L.P. (Mr. Brown). 
1—Glasgow Green Open-Air (Mr. Brown). 

»  6—Ditto. ditto ditto 

» 13—Kingston I.L.P. (Mr. Brown). 

» 14—Townhead I.L.P. (Mr. Brown). 

SWANSEA. 

Under the auspices of the National Council for Animal Welfare, 
Mr. A. Middleton gave an address in the Unitarian Schools on 
May 7 on our relationship to animals. Mrs. Hutton presided. 

UCKFIELD. 

On April 24, Miss Kidd addressed members and friends of the 
Uckfield Branch at High Hurstwood, Mr. H. Whiffen presiding. 
Miss Kidd spoke for an hour on “ Vivisection,” after which refresh- 
ments were served by Mrs. Whiffen and other friends. 

WESTCLIFF. 

The Annual Meeting of our Southend, Westcliff and Leigh 
Branch was held at the Westcliff Institute, when the Rev. 
W. J. Piggott was the speaker. Mr. L. V. Rogers presided. 

' WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of May 9 reported a meeting of our local 
Branch, held at the residence of the hon. secretary, Mrs. Heriot, 
on May 5. The speakers were Mrs. Toms and Mrs. Heriot, the 
latter giving an interesting account of the origin of the British 
Union and the foundation of the British Union. 
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Branches and Federated Societies of the British Union. 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. W. 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
WALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Doris SEAtLy, 25, 
Weston, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH —Hon. Sec., Mrs. HoutinpdaLe, 27, Linden Road. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs.O_p. Hon. Sec., Miss H. Ean, 
28, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 


BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, CounTESs DE RIVAS. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CrorTon, Kirkside, St. John's Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANsLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec, Miss E. OccLeEsHaw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEwIrTrT. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Epwarp REEves, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon, Sec., Mrs. Rawson, 8, Northdale Road, 
Frizinghall, Bradford. 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec., Miss L. Wricut, 30, Prudential Buildings, Brighton. 
(For Hove, see below). 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.O.S.. 59, Ann Street, 
Brisbane, Australia. 

BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Treasurer, Mr. F. C. Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 
BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., E>warp 
MeapbeE-Kinc, Esg. Sec., Miss E. LowTHEer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 

Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. SNow. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Ho_twortny, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir JAamES Matcotm. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. CLEMENTS, 123, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. Hon. Sec., Capt. BurRKILL (Affiliated to Manchester Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. C. Forster, 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 


CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Sypney 
JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss ROSE BEAVAN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 
CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OcLeBy 

Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. PuHittpot, 14, Park Place, Cheltenham. 
CHISWICK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 
CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERS, M.A. 

Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REYNOLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 


COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, C. E. Howe, Esq. 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mrs. 
F. WILson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., (Vacant). 


DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec,, Miss ALicE Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 


DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HumpHREY DE 
TRAFFORD,: Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss FRances Howarp, 
Imber, Pennsylvania Park, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss PARKER, ° Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12. 

FOLKESTONE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. CLarkeE, 19, Turkenel Road. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. Prigestiey 
Prime, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. L, A. Mitus, 72, Ludlow Road, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD GARDEN SUBURB BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B G. 
BourcnHieER. Hon. Sec., Mrs. BALFour, 5, North Square, Hendon, N.W, 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. C. THomas, 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KeEtIrH MacKenziz. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RoTHERHAM. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. SinGER, 109, Lansdowne Place, Hove; 
Miss HARRINGTON, Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq., M.P. Hon, 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDES, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. Assist. 
Hon. Sec.. Miss BENSON, 52. Trinity Street, 

HULL BRANCH. —President, Commander KENWORTHY, Ver eetion. “Secs 
Miss BLancHE Watson, 115, Beverley Road, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon. Sec., Miss James, 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF_ VIVISECTION.—President, 
Dr. HADWeEN. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity Carr, 18, Newgrove Avenue, 
Sandymount, Dublin. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CounTEss orf 
AYLESFORD. Hon, Sec., Miss F. FArpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, A. MitcHELL, Esq, Hon. Secs., Mr. and 
Mrs. Ho_mgs, Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds. 


LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady RoLLeston. 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. MANNERs, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. Hit, 18, Astley 
Street. Tyldesley, Lancs. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, Rev. W, ALEXANDER KERR. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. DELF, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, MuriEL COUNTESS DE LA 
WarR Hon. Sec.(pro ten.), Mr. A. E. BEAumMonr, 8, Priory Terrace,Lewes. 

LINCOLN BRANCH.—President, Rev. J. LlioneEL TayLer. Hon. Sec., Miss 
Crust, 5, Avondale Street, Monk Road, Lincoln. 

LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH. - - Hon. Sec., Mr. S, JOSCELYNE, 
95, Botanic Road, Edge Hill, Liverpool. 

MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss R. OLpFIELD, 
Southcliffe, Hornyold Road, Malvern. 


Foxcombe Road, 


MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
(s.H. Pinper, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A. MIDDLETON, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STockporRT 
AUXILIARY.—-President, Mrs. E. A. RErip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J W. WARREN, 
27, Alldis Street, Great Moor, Stockport. 


MANCHESTER SOCIETY FOR PROTECTION OF ANIMALS FROM 
VIVISECTION.—Offices: 31, Victoria Buildings, St. Mary’s Gate. 


MAYFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Hutu, Martin Lodge, Mayfield, 
Sussex. 

MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, BaziL J. PARKINSON, 
Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss H. MacDouGA.i, 60, Holmes Road, Moonee 
Ponds, Melbourne. 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. W. H. 
LaMBALLE. Hon. Sec. Mr. S. Brown, 53, Warwick Street, Middlesbrough. 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Lora Scrase, Viewlands, 
Scaynes Hill, Haywards Heath. 


NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The COUNTESS OF 
TANKERVILLE. Hon, Sec., Mr. L. H. C. RopDENHURST, 30, Kingswood 
Avenue, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

NEW SOUTH WALES BRANCH.—President, Miss A. S. BurpEttT. Hon. 
Sec., Miss K. A. Morrisey, Glen Ellen, Cabramatta Rd.,Cremorne,N.S.W. 

NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, Rt. Hon. F. O. RoBerts, M.P. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. Roserts, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CLARKE. 


NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss WriGHT, Repton, Furze Hill 
Road, Ilfracombe. 

NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. No—EL NoweE.it. Hon. §Sec., 
Miss V. D. ArmiITaAGE, Hartford Manor, Northwich. 

NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRACE SEWELL. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DucHEss oF PoRTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. FRASER HEWEs, Cavelands. Chestnut Grove, Nottingham. 

OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Roperts, 100, 
Villa Road, Oldham. 

OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. ToyNBEE. Hon. Sec., Mrs. VERNON 
HERFORD. Elmswood, Lathbury Road, Oxford, 

PLYMOUTH BRANCH.—President, Miss SANDEMAN. Hon. Sec. (Vacant) 

PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The EArt 
OF Mar. Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. West 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay; Southsea, Mrs. 
PEARCE JIGGINS, 3, Festing Grove, Southsea. 

PRESTON BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., Mrs. D. Warp, The Cottage, Cop Lane, 
Penwortham, Preston. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Cope, Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas, Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 

READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RicHarps, Oakleigh, 
Earley, Near Reading. 

RICHMOND, SURBITON & DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Lapy KATHLEEN 
BusHeE. Hon. Sec., Mr. F. H. Bovitu, 44, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond. 

SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Rev. W. H. MattHews, B.A., B.D., 
Grayshott, Glenmore Road, Salisbury. 

SCOTTISH ANTIVIVISECTION SOCIETY.—President, J. M. CRosTHWAITE, 
Esq. Hon. Sec., Mr. J. A. Forsytu, B.L., 14, Newton Terrace, 
Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow. 

SHEFFIELD BRANCH.—Hon, Sec., Miss PHILLips, 8, Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield. 

SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, Ald. T. Pace, J.P. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs, MatrHews, Silver Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 

SKEGNESS AND SPILSBY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. WINTER. 


SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

SOUTHERN FEDERATION.—President, Dr. HADWEN, Hon. Sec, Mr 
MAvRICE Toms, 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. WEBB, Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss 
GLapys RoBINsON, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. 

TONBRIDGE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. A. SmitrH, Meadowbrook 
Hildenborough, Kent. 

TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. Brine. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton; Assist. Hon, 
Sec., Mrs. TyLor, 5, Old Mill Road, Chelston, Torquay, 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MacCAusLtanp. Hon. 
Sec., Miss BARNETT, M.B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. (Aux- 
iliary Branches at Mayfield, Groombridge, Langton, Lamberhurst, 
Pembury and Crowborough.) 

UCKFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. Wuirren, Angers, High 
Hurstwood, Uclkfield. 

ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEAVER, B.D. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 

UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.— 
President, Rev. P. H. WicksTEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALIcE 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. JoseEpH. Hon. 
Sec. (pro tem.), Mr. MIDDLETON, c/o Miss W. Jones, 7, Arpley Street. 
WEST AUSTRALIAN BRANCH.—President, F. W. R. Hooker, Esq. Hon, 
Sec., Miss D. KELLy, 192, St. George’s Terrace, Perth, W. Australia. 
WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 

PeEarsoN, Clovelly, Fermoy Road, Thorpe Bay. 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.—President, Miss RoGers. Hon. Sec., 

Mrs. SiEsE, 18, Waterloo Street, Weston-super-Mare. 


WILBERFORCE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. Georce Knicut, 17, Wyndham | 


Street, Hull, Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Emity KNIGHT. 

WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH.—President, Ald. J. 
McKenzie, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss SPENCER, 65, Bathurst Gardens, N.W.10. 

WIMBLEDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lapy TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec., (Vacant). 

WINCHESTER BRANCH.—President, E..H. BLAKENEY, Esg., M.A. Hon, 
Sec., Miss Costa, 44, Portland Terrace, Tower Street, Winchester. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
Kipson, 212, Bushbury Road, Fallings Park, Wolverhampton... r 

WORCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Corresp. Sec,, Miss E, 
Haywoop, Fair View, Tunnel Hill, Worcester. 

WORTHING BRANCH.—President, Rev. ARTHUR INGLEBY, M A. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. EyrE Heriot, Brecon House. 203, Brighton Road, Worthing. 

WREXHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Hurron. Hon, 
Sec., (Vacant). 

YARMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, H. W. CAsg,. Esq., 
1.P. Hon. Sec.. Mrs. Sincuair, 13, Marine Parade, Great Yarmouth. 
Assistant Hon. Sec., Miss Last. 

YORK BRANCH. Son. Sees (Vacant). 
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=—s To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to | 
demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
compromise of any kind. 


Vivisection means ‘experimenting upon live animals 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with 
loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 
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DEATH RATE 


THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


HE British 

several occasions to the fact that the League 

of Nations, acting through its ‘‘ Health Section,”’ 

has concerned itself very considerably with 
what is called “‘Modern Medicine,” which comprises 
the use of vaccines and serums—the products of the 
vivisector’s laboratory. 

Frequent protests against this prostitution of its 
legitimate functions have been made in the columns of 
the ABOLITIONIST and at public meetings addressed by 
official lecturers of the League of Nations Union. In some 
cases the lecturers, who, as a rule, are quite ignorant of 
the circumstances of the case, have flatly denied that 
there was any truth in the conclusions involved in the 
questions put to them by our representatives. The 
majority have expressed surprise at the representations 
made and have promised to inquire into the matter, 
with the invariable result that nothing further was 
heard of it. 

Resolutions from our Branches as well as from our 
Headquarters Council Meetings have been repeatedly 


Union has drawn attention on | 


forwarded to the Secretary of the League of Nations 
Union, who has expressed himself greatly concerned by 
the unrest among Anti-vivisectionists which the actions 
of the League of Nations were causing, and some long 
letters from his pen have in a good many instances been 
forwarded in reply. For the most part these letters, 
several of which have been published in our columns, 
have consisted of evasions of the real point at issue, and 
all of them have been unsatisfactory. 

Perhaps the most conspicuous proofs of the capture of 
the League of Nations by the vivisectors was afforded 
when it invited bacteriologists from all quarters of the 
civilised world to meet in London and discuss the question 
of the standardisation of serums and vaccines. The 
acceptance by the League of Nations of the bare state- 
ments of the vivisectors as to the prophylactic and curative 
powers of these nostrums, without asking for proof or 
instituting any investigation into their value} was the 
most astounding fact that presented itself to the minds 
of independent thinkers. In the opinion of the 
members of the League, all that was necessary was 
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to standardise these dangerous products of superstition. 

If in a matter of this kind the League of Nations is 
found to be so lacking in the common qualities of per- 
spicacity and judgment, it is not likely to carry much 
weight when it comes to deal with the great affairs of 
State, and the settlement of differences amongst antago- 
nistic nations. It is indeed remarkable that the members 
of this august body can be so easily imposed upon. 

Recently, we read in Headway—the organ of the League 
of Nations Union—that volunteers were asked for to 
undergo a scarlet fever inoculation test (the folly and 
fallacy of which we recently exposed in these columns), 
and we are officially informed that “if the test proves 
successful the League of Nations Health Section intends 
to use the serum, discovered by British scientists, to 
overcome the epidemic of scarlet fever which has proved 
so disastrous in Central and Eastern Europe.’’ It is 
little short of a public scandal that this costly body 
should possess the power of still further exploiting the 
public purse by becoming agents of the great chemical 
manufacturing firms, who find it the easy prey of their 
commercial rapacity. 

The above official communication leaves no doubt that 
the League of Nations has committed itself to the latest 
medical fashion, and is prepared to exercise the auto- 
cratic power it possesses in spreading among a semi- 
civilized populace the blood-poisoning practices of the 
present day. We see a great and powerful body, 
professing to bring about peace and goodwill in the world 
and the saving of life, yet exercising its functions in the 
dissemination of disease and death, which results from 
all these inoculations. And there is a still worse feature, 
if possible, namely, that every tube of these filthy pro- 
ducts distributed among these poor people means the 
infliction of a slow, agonising death upon sentient and 
sensitive animals which cannot defend themselves 
against such cruelty. These acts of the League of Nations 
are the negation of everything for which it was founded. 
It was founded for the relief of oppression; it has become, 


under the lead of the vivisector, the hot-bed of tyranny, 
superstition and ignorance. 

This extraordinary League is concerning itself with the 
organizing cf picnics for public health officers all over 
Europe; specialists in child welfare are also given oppor- 
tunities for similar relaxation; an expensive Tuber- 
culosis Commission still pursues its weary way, torturing 
animals and casting dust in the eyes of the public; and 
in addition to all the other cancer organisations, con- 
structed apparently for little else than to extract money 
from the pockets of the philanthropic public, the League 
of Nations has a Cancer Commission all to itself. 

The League has just made an application to the Rocke- 
feller Foundation—the Rockefeller Hell, as they call it 
in America—to train a number of malaria experts every 
year in their laboratories for the suppression of malaria. 
As everybody with a grain of common sense knows, it is 
not laboratory work in the Rockefeller Institute that is 
needed, but sanitary engineers to drain the marshes; 
then malaria would be banished from other countries 
as it has been banished from this. 

And now the League of Nations is approached for the 
purpose of establishing conferences in regard to Sleeping 
Sickness, which was supposed to have been all settled by 
Sir David Bruce and his retinue long years ago. They 
ask for “laboratory investigations” in Central Africa at 
an initial cost of £10,000 and some thousands a year in 
addition for the workers. No doubt they will get all 
they ask for. The League of Nations is a big cow that 
can be easily milked and it has the grass of a duped world 
to feed upon. 

But was the League of Nations formed for all this? 
Is this its province? Or is the world being fooled? 
The League of Nations Union boasts of its thousands of 
new members which are secured by periodic ‘‘drives,”’ 
but are the members aware of how they are being deceived 
by the false position which the League of Nations itself 
is occupying? Was it formed for the maintenance of 
peace or for the endowment of vivisection ? 


Ghe Vicar 


of Radleft. 


(A CASE THAT RENDERS FURTHER “TESTS” SUPERFLUOUS.) 


tracted smallpox, apparently in Switzerland, 

where he had been for a holiday. Whether it 
was the genuine malady we cannot say, but the efforts 
of the London Press to exploit the case in the interests of 
vaccination have been amusing. 

Probably the Vicar was the best vaccinated person in 
Radlett. He had been twice successfully vaccinated, 
the last time in 1910; and in 1919 he was vaccinated again, 
but unsuccessfully—that is to say, he was considered so 
completely immune against smallpox (by reason of the 
previous vaccinations) that the vaccination on this occasion 
did not “‘take.’’ Nevertheless, he fell a victim to small- 
pox within the seven-year period for which full protection 
is supposed to last. 

The Evening News of May 29 reported that he had con- 


4 Dear: Rev. E. C. Crutwell, Vicar of Radlett, con- 


tracted the disease lightly, “due probably to his having 
been vaccinated a few years ago.”” But the next morning 
the Daily Express, intent on creating a great scare (and 
omitting to mention that he had been vaccinated), declared 
“he is suffering from the disease in its most serious form.” 

The Evening Standard of the same date reported that 
“the smallpox outbreak at Radlett is being kept well 
under.’’ Apparently it was kept under the outer vest- 
ments of the much-vaccinated Vicar. 

We learn from the hon. secretary of our local Branch 
that the latest absurdity invented by Radlett pro- 
vaccinists, who seem to be impervious to the very plain 
moral of the story, is this—‘‘The reason why nobody has 
caught it from the Vicar is—that he was vaccinated!” 
(Not that they were, but that he was.) Vaccination must 
be allowed to perform some kind of miracle. 
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DR. LYSTER’S CHALLENGE AND THE PRESS. 


RECENT“ Challenge,” issued by 
Dr. R.A. Lyster, has been taken 
up by the Press with great gusto. 
! Dr. Lyster offers to produce 24 


doctors or medical students who 
will put themselves in contact 
with smallpox cases in a hospital, 
< ‘nits N@ if the AAPL vateiniet’ will aid to 
p their number 24 others who have 
never been vaccinated. He 
F childishly supposes that this 
would settle the controversy for 

ever. 

However, he informed a Daily Mail reporter (June 17) 
that ‘‘if a test by contact drew blank” he would “‘ certainly 
demand” that the 48 persons should be: inoculated with 
smallpox matter—a procedure which happens to be illegal. 

As Major Austin pointed out to a Press representative, 
any of the 48 persons who were in a state of receptivity 
might contract smallpox; the others would escape. 
how could such an absurd experiment touch the argument 
of the anti-vaccinists that, even if vaccination were 
a protection (which we deny), it is unnecessary in these 
days of sanitation? ‘‘Sanitation” does not mean 
deliberately mixing with diseased persons—in fact, all 
its efforts are directed towards isolation and the preven- 
tion of such contact. Doctors and nurses, of course, 
cannot forego it, hence the offer of the 24 St. Bartholo- 
mew’s men exhibits no particular virtue. Moreover, as 
they would probably be vaccinated specially for the occa- 
sion, proof would be provided of nothing save the effects 
of the operation during a specified period. Dr. Hadwen 
and other anti-vaccinist doctors mix freely with their 
smallpox patients; but to ask so large a number of lay 
people to risk contagion, and, as Truth puts it, “give up 
their ordinary vocations and proceed to any distance at 
any time”’ (besides submission to a fortnight ’s quarantine), 
is so obviously unfair and outrageous that one wonders 
if the challenge can have imposed upon anybody. 

Dr. Hadwen’s amused comment, on hearing of it was, 
‘They will have a task to find the smallpox cases!” And 
Dr. Lyster himself confesses the difficulty, for in a letter 
which appeared in the Times on June 17 he writes :— 
“they should . . . render themselves liable to infection . . . by 
association with a typical moderately severe case of smallpox. 
The experiment itself can wait till such a case occurs.” 

THE ‘DAILY MAIL,” 

The Daily Mail has made much of Dr. Lyster’s chal- 
lenge. In fact, although it had not been sent to any 
Anti-vaccinist leader or organisation, but merely made 
privately at one of the small meetings of the Research 
Defence Society, the Mail, on June 13, had a leading 
article about the failure of the Anti-vaccinists to “reply.” 
The Editor made no mention of the fact that the following 
letter had been received by him on the very day when the 
report of Dr. Lyster’s challenge had appeared. The first 
two paragraphs refer to his false assumption (expressed 
at the R.D.S. meeting where it could not be refuted) 
that the references made by Mr. Bernard Shaw and Dr. 
Hadwen to overcrowding implied that they really ex- 
pected a serious epidemic of smallpox, and dishonourably 
forestalled the explanation that would then be required. 


But | 


DOES VACCINATION PREVENT SMALLPOX? 
To the Editor of the ‘‘ Daily Mail.” 

Sir,—Dr. R. A. Lyster is mistaken in supposing that I ‘fear 
another great epidemic of smallpox,” but he is correct in his 
conclusion that I look upon the present state of overcrowding 
as an important factor in the prevailing harmless skin eruption 
dignified in official circles by the name of ‘‘smallpox.” 

The last great epidemic in this country was in 1871-2, when there 
were 44,000 deaths, and Sir John Simon, Medical Officer to the 
Privy Council, stated that 974 per cent. of the population over 
two years of age and under 50 had either been vaccinated or had had 
the smallpox. Since then the Public Health Act has been passed, 
the general sanitary conditions of the country are good and the 
housing difficulty is being rapidly overcome, and as long as Medical 
Officers of Health continue to do their duty I believe a repetition 
of such a catastrophe as that of a quarter of a century ago is an 
impossibility, except, perhaps, in local areas where serious in- 
sanitary conditions exist as in Gloucester in 1895-6. 

The challenge thrown out by Dr. Lyster will not appeal to 
Anti-vaccinationists, seeing that they have never claimed that an 
unvaccinated person is necessarily proof against smallpox; all 
that they maintain is that vaccination is no protection against it. 

So far as I know, I myself have never been vaccinated and few 
medical men living have been associated with more smallpox. 
I believe that the best protection against disease is health, and I 
fail to see that virus taken originally from foul sores on a cow’s 
udder and inoculated into a human being can possibly protect 
against another disease to which it bears no analogy. 

I am, Sir, yours obediently, 
WALTER R. Hapwen, M.D., J.P. 

The tactics of the Dazly Mail in suppression and mis- 
representation are so well known that further comment 
is unnecessary. We leave the Editor to digest the scath- 


ing remarks of Jvuth upon this incident. 


CORRESPONDENCE IN THE “TIMES.” 

We remarked last month that the Times appears to 
some extent to be turning over a new leaf, inasmuch as 
it does, very rarely, publish letters on both sides of the 
vivisection and vaccination questions. A valuable letter 
from the pen of Mr. G. Bernard Shaw appeared on May 12, 
and a greater miracle occurred when the columns of the 
Times were opened to our President on May 26. 

Dr. Hadwen’s letter was in reply to one which had 
appeared on the same day as the letter of ‘‘G.B.S.” 
Needless to say, the lapse of a fortnight was not due to 
him, but to the hesitation, objections (as to length, etc.), 
and procrastination of the Editor. However, Canon 
Proctor was answered, albeit late, and Dr. Hadwen’s 
letter was the last to appear in the Times on this subject 
until Dr. Lyster’s “‘challenge”’ started it on fresh lines. 
We reproduce the two letters. 

(From the Times, May 12, 1925.) 
To the Editor of the “ Times.” 

S$1r,—I was chaplain for some weeks of the special hospital 
provided by the Town Council during the epidemic of smallpox 
in Gloucester in 1895-6. There were 408 cases in my own parish 
of St. Luke, with 96 deaths. I was visiting cases in the hospital 
and in their own homes practically all day and every day for many 
weeks. The sights and smells were terrible. There were cases of 
paralysis, blindness, madness, etc., resulting from the disease. 
If it be thought that illustrations would really help to convince 
people of its horrors, authentic ones could, I feel sure, be provided ; 
for one of my fellow-chaplains took a ghastly picture gallery of 
photographs of the cases in hospital. Not a single properly 
vaccinated child under seven years of age (I believe) caught the 
disease. And I was usually correct in my discrimination of the 
cases in hospital between those who had ever been vaccinated 
and those who had not, the latter being far more grievously dis- 
figured than the former. Yours faithfully, 

Bovey Tracey, HENRY PROCTOR, 
May 8. Hon. Canon of Gloucester. 
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(From the Times, May 26, 1925.) 
To the Editor of the “Times.” 


S$1r,—I, like Canon Proctor, was in and out of the smallpox 
houses in Gloucester during the epidemic of 1895-6, and I have 
two large volumes containing a brief history of the whole of the 


cases, collected by house-to-house visitation, which I shall be | 


pleased to show to any inquirer. 


Canon Proctor stated, in your issue of May 12, ‘Not a single | 
properly vaccinated child under seven years of age (I believe) | 


caught the disease.”” Here is a case which occurred in his own 


parish, and within a stone’s throw of his church, at 5, Linden | 1 


Road. Daisy Sabin, a child of four, was vaccinated in six places, 
three on each arm, by a specially appointed public vaccinator— 
a military medical man; each vaccinated spot rose “successfully” ; 
she had what was called “‘a beautiful arm,” that is, six ugly 
festering sores, which went through their usual course to the 
complete, satisfaction of the operator. She died of smallpox con- 
tracted three weeks and three days from the date of her vaccina- 
tion, an ideal ‘‘ vaccination protection” period. Her little unvac- 
cinated sister, aged 16 months, also contracted smallpox at the 
same time, but it was in the mild discrete form, and—she 
recovered. Her face was not even pitted. 

Of the 1,979 persons attacked with smallpox, nearly two-thirds, 
namely 1,211, had been vaccinated; 29 of these had malignant 
smallpox and every one died; 223 had confluent smallpox, and of 
these 70 died; a total fatality of 39:3. I have the names and 
addresses of 116 vaccinated children up to 10 years of age who were 
attacked with smallpox, of whom 27 died. Upon the other hand, 
10,000 unvaccinated children passed through that epidemic 
unscathed. 

When the epidemic was subsiding two elementary schools were 
suddenly attacked; one of these was the voluntary school under 
Canon Proctor’s charge, where 34 children were struck down, 
taken to the Isolation Hospital, and 55:8 per cent. of them died. 
Both these schools were overcrowded and in a gravely insanitary 
condition. In the hospital, of which Canon Proctor was chaplain, 
in a space which should have held 40 patients, 158 were packed, 
as many as two, three, and even four or five in a bed. 
was allowed; the beds were alive with vermin. Canon Proctor 
apparently thought of nothing but vaccination, but the City 
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“Take that down at once—it’s most disgusting.” 


The Present Scare. 
The ridiculously mild epidemic of what passes for 


_ smallpox nowadays is being exploited more vigorously 
| than ever by those interested in increasing the number 


Council sent to the Local Government Board for help, and Dr. | 
Brooke, of the Metropolitan Asylums Board, was sent down to | 
take charge, and the death-rate promptly fell from the scandalous © 


height of 54:51 per cent. to 8:92. 

The reason for this terrible epidemic was that the whole of 
South Gloucester (where about 1,800 cases occurred, as against 
less than 200 in the northern half, the latter being near the division 


line) was one huge cess-pit; there was no fall for the sewage, the | 


City Surveyor called it a ‘“‘flat gradient.” 
over the sewer pipes, which were broken in all directions and had 


neither a concrete base nor cemented joints, were taken up through- | 


out the whole district, and an entirely new sewerage system was | typhus, cholera and plague was also high, and now does 


laid down at a cost of many thousands of pounds, and we have had 
no smallpox epidemic since. An eighth part of that epidemic 
occurred in three streets in Canon Proctor’s parish. 


detail elsewhere. I am, Sir, yours obediently, 
Gloucester. WALTER R. HaDwen, M.D., J.P. 


The Reality. 


N 


AN 


“Oughtn't you to be in hospital?” “TI ti fay so, but I feel very well, so I thought 
a bit of a spin wouldn’t do any harm.” 


When the epidemic was | 


of vaccinations. Towards the end of April, scare articles 
appeared in most organs of the Press, sometimes with 
enormous headlines. A statement of Sir George Newman’s 


was generally included, as follows :— 

“Long experience has taught us— 

‘““(A) That beyond all question the mortality from smallpox 
is much less than in pre-vaccination times. 

“(B) That the greatest diminution in smallpox mortality is 
found in the early years of life in which there is most vaccination. 

‘““(C) That in countries in which there is adequate vaccination 
and re-vaccination relatively to the population, there is little 


| smallpox.” 


(A) This is an absurd argument. The mortality from 


_ not exist. The fact is omitted that for 80 years before the 


| by vaccination. 


I have | vaccination period commenced, smallpox inoculation was 


described the shocking conditions of these streets and houses in | 


almost universally practised. 
(B) As there is practically no mortality at all, it is 
immaterial at what age there is least. Improvements 


, in sanitation have the greatest effect upon child life. 


(C) This is simply untrue, as proved by the cases of 
Japan and the Philippines. 

It appears, from protests in the local Press, that the 
walls of Derby have been plastered with ghastly pictures 
portraying unvaccinated persons suffering from smallpox. 
An interesting situation would arise if somebody claimed 
the right to horrify the public by exhibiting in the same 
manner the portraits of persons maimed and disfigured 
We are fairly confident that the bill- 
posters would be forbidden to do their work. Meanwhile, 
the ‘“‘Smallpox Peril’ (to use the actual headline placed 
over the report of the incident by the Aberdeen Evening 
Express, June 8) is well illustrated in the following :— 

A youth of 20, “‘suffering from smallpox,” escaped 
from the irksome restraint of the Hucknall Isolation 
Hospital, Notts, was at large for two nights, fetched his 
motor-cycle from home, and gaily returned on it. That 
is how people have “‘smallpox”’ nowadays, and it is this 
kind of mild disorder that causes all the “‘alarm” in 
medical circles! 
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THE ANNUAL PUBLIC MEETING. 


Success Scored in Spite of Disappointment. 


HE Annual Public Meeting, held on 
the evening of May 28 in the Caxton 
Hall, Westminster, was crowded out, 
and many people were obliged to leave 
the Hall. It was the largest Annual 
Meeting yet held by the British Union. 
The phenomenal attendance was per- 
haps due, in some measure, to the 
announcement that Mr. Bernard Shaw 
was to speak, for his name alone is 
sufficient to draw an audience; but the 
fact remains that, when it was stated 
from the chair that illness would 
prevent his attendance, nobody left, 
and the Hall remained crowded, 
throughout the whole evening, with 
men and women who patiently stood and listened atten- 
tively to Dr. Hadwen. The amount of the collection at 
the door was double that usually taken. 

Keen as our disappointment was, the only notable 
effect of Mr. Shaw’s absence was the silence of the Press, 
which would probably have reported him, although it 
will not report anti-vivisection. 
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But we had a further disappointment, and it seemed as 
if an unkind fate were pursuing us. Lt.-Col. Donegan, 
the other advertised speaker, whose brilliant speech at 
the Queen’s Hall had no doubt attracted a further number 
of the audience, was prevented at the last moment from 
fulfilling his engagement by a very sad event. On 
the day before the meeting he received a telegram to say 
that his son had fallen over 30 feet from a window, and 
lay unconscious at Reading, whither the whole family 
hastily proceeded. At the time when Col. Donegan 
should have been giving us his Army experiences in 
his own inimitable way, he was by his son’s bedside, 
overwhelmed with anxiety. We deeply regret to 
add that, after lingering for a week, the victim of 
the accident passed away without regaining con- 
sciousness . 

One eminent and far-famed speaker ill, and, as he 
wrote, “‘deeply disappointed,” and another in dire 
trouble—these were the reasons why our advertised 
programme was not fulfilled. But in spite of it all, the 
meeting was a brilliant success, and testified to the growth 
of interest in our Cause. The chair was taken by Sir 
FRANCIS BLAKE, Bart., C.B., D.L. 


THE CHAIRMAN’S SPEECH. 


Sir FRANCIS BLAKE, after apologising for and 
explaining the regretted absence of Mr. Bernard Shaw and 
Lt.-Col. Donegan, said that for many years, when in the 
House of Commons, he had taken vivisection and inocula- 


tion and vaccination as things that did not need dis- | 


cussion; things which must be all right, because so many 
people testified that they were so. But he now realised 
that it was impossible thus to escape responsibility. 
The practice of vivisection was substantially endowed 
by the Government, and it was carried on ostensibly in 
the public interest. He asked, “‘Are we, the lords of 
creation, as the trustees for these helpless creatures, 
entitled to inflict upon them the pain and the suffering 
which undoubtedly is inflicted upon them, in order that 
we may escape the agonies we make them suffer?” He 
thought there could be only one answer to the question. 
(Applause.) 

People, he said, could generally be divided into three 
classes. The first would say at once, ‘‘ This is an immoral 
proceeding, and I will have nothing to do with it; what 


is morally wrong can never be physically right.” Such 
people became members of the British Union. The 
second were equally definite on the other side. They 


argued, like the Dean of Durham, with whom Dr. Hadwen 
had dealt recently, after he had declined to attend a 
meeting in Newcastle, “I do not approve of your Society 
or its objects. I do not believe pain is caused to the 
animals. If it is right to kill animals for food, we must 
recognise and encourage vivisection.’’ The third class, 
however, did not know on what side they were. They 
said, ‘‘I really haven’t thought about it. It is encouraged 
by most admirable men, including Canons and Deans; 


so it is surely all right? But if you can prove to me that 
there is real pain and suffering, and there is not any 
corresponding gain or anything to show for it, or if other 
means can be employed to bring about the results, 
I am willing to listen to you.”’ It was this third class we 
must utilise, viz., those who are ready to inquire into the 
matter. We have been gradually reaching them, and we 
must go on. There still prevailed the profoundest 
ignorance among the general public. 

With regard to vaccination, that was a more popular 
subject. He came from the North, where there had 
recently been an outbreak of what is called smallpox. 

The Medical Officer was absolutely in despair, because 
people would not be vaccinated. But why did they 
refuse? It was because they knew that the disease was 
not what the newspapers represented it to be. He had 
said, ‘‘ Bring me those people who are marked and pitted 
with this ‘loathsome, horrible’ disease,’’ but they could 
not do it. The people saw that; they knew the truth 
and refused to be scared. A very well-known medical 
man, a district Medical Officer in the neighbourhood of 
Newcastle, after expressing surprise that he was going to 
take the chair for Dr. Hadwen, had admitted to him that 
‘“‘the arm you get from vaccination is very much worse 
than any of the mild smallpox you get just now.” In 
spite of this, he had asked him, “‘ What are you going to 
do when the great, real outbreak comes?” He had 
replied, ‘‘I suppose I’m going to get smallpox.” (Laugh- 
ter.) Anyway, he was not going to be vaccinated. He 
did not claim to be an expert, but he had great pleasure in 
calling upon Dr. Hadwen, who was an expert and whose 
name was now a household word. (Applause.) 
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Dr. W. R. HADWEN, J.P. 


Dr. HADWEN said he was very glad Sir Francis 
Blake, at least, had not failed us. His name was a great 
power in the North, and he welcomed him to the British 
Union platform. He was sure that all would sympathise 
with Lt.-Col. Donegan in his great trouble. As for Mr. 
Bernard Shaw, we knew how staunch he was in our 
movement. He was a great personality, and although, in 
a recent contribution to the Press, he did not seem very 
sure whether he had an immortal soul or not, he (Dr. 
Hadwen) was perfectly certain that he had one kind of 
immortality before him—his name would stand when 
those of all his critics were forgotten. (Applause.) 

Dr. Hadwen proceeded: I will endeavour to give you 
my own views from the standpoint of a medical man. In 
the course of my trial I remember the Judge, Mr. Justice 
Lush, said to me: “Really, are you alive to the fact that 
practically the whole medical profession is against you? 
You have admitted in cross-examination that the men 
who are opposed to you are men of the highest position in 
your profession. Does not that weigh with you?” I 
answered him in one word—*‘Galileo.’? There have been 
men in history who have had to stand alone against the 
whole of the educated parties of the country, and time has 
shown that the solitary witness for what he believed to 
be truth was right. Time tells its own tale. What we 
have to look at is this: Is a practice right, or is it wrong? 
Can a fact be proved or can it not? It is for us not to 
go by majorities or minorities, but to ask ourselves the 
plain question: ‘Can you justify the views you hold?” 


ATTITUDE OF SCHOOLMEN. 

Schoolmen have, throughout the whole of history, been 
the greatest opponents of reform; and the reason is that 
schoolmen, as a rule, never think. ‘‘Education’’ teaches 
men to obey authority, to run in the ruts which have 
been formed for them by other people, and it destroys all 
the independence of which a man should be proud. In 
the days of Howard, when he visited the prisons, and in 
the days of Wilberforce, the educated men of the time 
went in the wrong direction, as they always do, until the 
people lead them in another; and as soon as other people 
have led them in the opposite direction, and the truth 
that they despised begins to get popular, then the whole 
of the educated classes tumble into the canoe and begin 
to paddle with the stream and say, ‘‘ We always did believe 
just exactly what you say.”’ (Applause.) 

There are three stereotyped charges usually made 
against Anti-vivisectionists by our opponents: (1) That 
we are opposed to scientific medical progress; (2) That 
our methods are steeped in sentimentalism; (3) That we 
have no constructive policy. We raise no objection to 
these charges, seeing that they afford us the opportunity 
of answering them, but we should be better satisfied if 
our opponents provided us with the evidence upon which 
they are based. 

You will note as to the first point that the charge is 
almost invariably limited to our opposition to medical 
progress; we hear very little about our opposition to 
surgical progress. Certain persons who claim to be very 
wise occasionally ask us at a public meeting or in the 
columns of a newspaper, how is it possible for a man to 
obtain surgical skill unless he is permitted to experiment 
upon animals, and considerable surprise is evinced when 
we inform our questioner that it is contrary to the law of 
the land to practise experimental surgery on dumb animals. 


The one English surgeon who gained notoriety by going 
abroad to practise surgery on dogs, because he would 
have been punished had he attempted it in this country, 
was Sir Frederick Treves, and he took the first opportunity 
after his return of informing a large body of medical men 
that these experiments had only led him astray. As long 
as we have the names of brilliant world-famed surgeons 
such as Sir William Fergusson, Lawson Tait and Granville 
Bantock to conjure with—surgeons who, one and all, 
declared that vivisection had done nothing for surgery 
but to hinder it—we can dismiss all claims concerning 
surgical progress from our consideration. 

WHAT IS SCIENCE? 

Before dealing, however, with the claims of scientific 
medical progress, let us be quite clear about terms, and 
let us be quite sure as to what is meant by “‘scientific.”’ 
Experimentation upon animals (which goes under the 
name of vivisection), is said to be the only “‘scientific”’ 
method of studying disease, and it is declared to be the 
only method by which scientific results have been or can 
be obtained. Let us ask, then: ‘‘ What is science?”’ If 
we look at the root meaning of the term, whether we turn 
to Sanscrit, Ancient Hebrew, Greek or Latin, it connotes 
that which the mind sees, actual knowledge which has 
been reduced to a system, and which is as definite and 
established as the natural laws of the universe. Those 
laws always act in a uniform way, and science, like 
Nature’s laws, points to knowledge of such incontrover- 
tible nature that it cannot be gainsaid. ; 

Can that term then be justifiably applied to vivisection ? 
First of all, let us ask: “‘What is its object? It is to 
discover means by which conditions of disease in the 
human subject may be remedied. And here at once we 
are faced with insurmountable difficulties. An animal 
body, whether in its anatomical or in its physiological 
characteristics, differs in its most essential points from 
the human body; you cannot, therefore, argue from 
the one to the other. When you have ascertained some 
fact concerning an animal body, you cannot be sure that 
the same fact will apply to the human body. Con- 
sequently the results of animal experimentation as applied 
to the human subject are not definite knowledge, and there- 
fore cannot be scientific. As Professor Starling told the 
Royal Commission in cross-examination: “The last 
experiment must always be on man.”’ There is no finality 
about an animal experiment, and it is by no means com- 
parable to the scientific laws of Nature. 

STUDYING DISEASE IN ANIMAL BODIES. 

Supposing, for instance, you wish to study the develop- 
ment of a certain disease in an animal body, by 
artificially inducing that disease, you are arrested on the 
very threshold of the inquiry by the fact that no human 
condition of disease pursues in its various developments 
the same course in the animal body that it does in the 
human body. And in the vast majority of cases a human 
condition of disease cannot be successfully implanted 
at all. 

This is the case with cancer. The human form of the 
disease cannot be successfully cultivated in an animal 
body, and all the atrocious experiments on animals 
which have been carried out by the Imperial Cancer 
Research Fund for the last quarter of a century, at a cost 
of £7,000 a year, have not been conducted with human 
cancer at all, and therefore have been of no scientific 
value. Those who have read the ABOLITIONIST for this 
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month, containing the correspondence which one of our 
members has had with the Secretary of the new “British 
Empire Cancer Campaign” (which is appealing for a 
million of money with which to endow the vivisectors), 
will see that the same futile and unscientific work is to 
be carried on in the future. (Shame!) 

Moreover, if physiological facts are to be ascertained 
it is of the first necessity that the conditions must be 
normal. Nothing so materially affects, for instance, 
the secretions of the various organs as any abnormal 
conditions. No experiment can be carried out on a living 
animal under normal conditions. If it is anesthetised 
it is in an abnormal state; if it is not anesthetised, it is 
still abnormal. The anesthetic will vitiate a physiolo- 
gical experiment in the one case and fear and pain will 
vitiate the experiment in the other. We all know the 
effect of mental anxiety on the secretions of the stomach. 
It is well illustrated by Shakespeare in the case of the mes- 
sage sent to Cardinal Wolsey by the King. “Read 
this and this,”’ says the messenger, “‘and then to breakfast 
with what appetite you have.” Experimenting under 
abnormal conditions is not science. It is not knowledge 
such as can be applied to the normal state either of an 
animal or a human being. Therefore vivisection is not 
scientific. 

ACTION OF DRUGS. 

Then again, the action of drugs on animals and human 
beings respectively is so widely different that no scientific 
fact, no definite law can be laid down in any particular. 
Even in the case of human beings themselves, every 
medical man knows that the action of drugs is rarely the 
same in any two individuals. In spite of all the tall 
talk we hear upon the subject, it is a fact that medicine 
has never yet been raised to the level of a science and never 
will be, owing to the fact that idiosyncrasy plays so 
important a part in the life of each individual. Medicine 
will ever remain an art, not a science. I do not believe 
that medicine has made any real progress in its principles 
since the days of Hippocrates, and that was nearly 500 
years before Christ. The modern treatment by vaccines 
and serums is taking us back to the dark superstitions 
of the Middle Ages. (Applause.) 

This brings us to the question of the standardisation of 
drugs. As long as it lies within our power to use chemistry 
for this purpose, we know where we are. Chemistry is 
governed by definite laws and is an exact science. But 
the moment we come to the question of standardisation 
by physiological means, we are up against the mysterious 
and disconcerting problems of life and temperament. 
It is no longer science; it is no longer what we know, we 
at once get into the region of speculation, where you are 
no more certain of results than is a gambler on the Stock 
Exchange. Insulin, for instance, which has been boomed 
so much in all parts of the globe, is one of the striking 
instances of this particular; numbers of persons have 
been killed by its injection owing to the fact that it is 
impossible to gauge its strength, and so far from reducing 
the number of deaths, we know that since its introduction 
the deaths from diabetes have increased. 

Associated with this question comes the standardisation 
of vaccines and serums. The League of Nations, to its 
discredit, in my opinion, took a hand in solving this 
problem, and invited, at considerable expense, so-called 
scientists from vivisection laboratories all over the world 
to come together to a conference in London to discuss the 
question. It never seemed to occur to any member of 
the League of Nations that the first point should be to 
ascertain if these productions were of any value; nobody 
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asked if the system rested upon a scientific foundation 
or had achieved scientific results; all that was taken for 
granted. The vivisectors had nobbled them as they have 
nobbled every department of the British Government. 
They only considered it necessary to standardise the 
strength. The conference failed, owing to the fact 
that the system itself was governed by no scientific law. 


STANDARDISATION. 

The method of standardisation which has been adopted 
hitherto is to inject a small animal with a vaccine or 
serum until the vivisector has discovered the minimum 
dose that will kill an animal of a definite weight within 
a given time, and this is considered the maximum dose 
to give to a human being. It is very crude. But here 
comes the fallacy. Animals differ from one another in 
idiosyncrasy and temperament as much as do human 
beings, and no one can tell how the plan will work. 
Numbers of children have been killed outright by 
diphtheria antitoxin; so have adults been killed by 
antityphoid and antitetanus preparations, by salvarsan 
and every other preparation of a similar nature, thus 
proving that from start to finish the practice is 
unscientific. (Applause.) 

But let us ask: Do vivisection and its results indicate 
medical progress? Have the millions of sentient and 
sensitive creatures which have been done to death on the 
altars of so-called “‘science’’ added in any way to the sum 
total of medical and surgical knowledge? If so, where 
is it and what is it? We ask for evidence. We assert 
that the whole of this cruel system has drawn a blank. 
The only gain has been to the pockets of the vivisectors, 
and the honours which have been poured upon them. 
But where is the evidence that lives have been made 
happier; life prolonged; suffering and pain subdued, 
and true knowledge advanced? (Hear, hear.) 

We know as a positive fact that so far as the general 
death-rate from diphtheria is concerned—that is, the rate 
of the deaths to the living population—that death-rate 
has increased; and so far as the case mortality is con- 
cerned—that is, the number of deaths to cases—they 
can only show favorable results by throwing in any number 
of cases that are not diphtheria at all, that is, by calling 
common sore throats diphtheria. That is what the 
scientists so-called told the Royal Commission—that it 
was important to consider every sore throat as a case 
of diphtheria, in case it might develop into it. 

INJURY AFTER ANTITOXIN. 

I had a case only a fortnight ago. I received a letter 
from a lady in Stroud asking me to go over and see her. 
I motored over, and she informed me that she had had 
a slight sore throat. She was attended by a doctor who 
called in another doctor in consultation. They said it 
only looked like ordinary sore throat, but it was important 
to take care that it did not develop into anything further, 
and therefore she had better have antitoxin. They took 
her away to the Isolation Hospital and they injected her 
three times. After each injection she became so ill 
that when it came to the third injection her life was 
despaired of. She has had a distressing rash upon her 
body ever since; she has sheer blood-poisoning. The 
throat, of course, never developed into diphtheria, but 
this horrible rash has ensued. She is worried to death, 
suffering from insomnia, continual irritation and 
neuralgic pains, and this has been going on for four 
months. She is an absolute wreck, wholly and solely 
due to the antitoxin which was administered. I have a 
great many cases of a similar nature in my note-book, 
and it only shows that the whole process connected with 
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these toxins and serums is an unscientific process; you And yet, after all, there is something which will take its 


cannot rely upon it. Even with regard to standardisa- 
tion itself—the endeavour to give them a certain 
standardised strength that should not be dangerous— 
we see Clearly by the results what terrible consequences 
ensue. .So much for the scientific aspect of this question. 

Take the latest experiments in diet. We are supposed 
to learn how to feed rickety children by dieting puppy 
dogs. We hear a good deal of that blessed word 
‘“‘vitamin,’’ which nobody has ever seen or is ever likely 
to see. And after torturing puppies for months by 
depriving them of one of the essential principles of diet, 
a learned professor has at last made the sublime dis- 
covery that we ought to take milk with our porridge 
and butter with our bread. It remains to-day as true as 
when Claude Bernard uttered the words: ‘‘Our mouths 
are full of promises, but our hands are empty of results.” 

Let us face the second charge: That our methods are 
steeped in sentimentalism. Well, my friends, we can 


place, something that has stood the test of time, and 
which, when given a fair field, has always achieved 
success, and to which we owe the whole of the advances 
we have made in the course of history. It is the absolute 
removal of the conditions of disease on the sound and 
scientific principles of sanitation and hygiene. (Hear, hear.) 

Let us cast our eyes back to the old days when there was 
no attempt at sanitation in London, when there was no 
sewerage system, no water supply, no proper ventilation, 
no efficient burial system; we had plague, sweating 
sickness and smallpox. All that has passed away. At 


_ the time of the passing of the Public Health Act in 1875 


_ We have got rid of all that. 


afford to be sentimental, inasmuch as we can boast of | 


reason as the basis of our propaganda, and if sentimentalism 
gives colour to reason we have no need to be ashamed. 


It is better to have a sentimentality based upon reason — 


that our opponents have failed to shake, than it is to shrink 
behind the shelter of a creed where reason is dethroned 
and sentimentality crushed. (Cheers.) 

The third charge is that we have no constructive policy. 
In the first place what do our opponents mean? What 
are you going to put in the place of vivisection? we are 
solemnly asked. We may as well be asked in despair: 
If you dethrone His Satanic Majesty who or what is to 
replace him? (Laughter.) Vivisection is a mere excres- 
cence that has grown upon a sound trunk and which is 
sapping the vitality of its system. We cry “‘Away with 
it’; it is interfering with life and progress. (Applause). 


there were 300,000 cesspools in London alone exhaling 
their foul miasma into the atmosphere. If put end to 
end, they would have made one vast lake 10 miles long, 
50 feet wide and 6 feet 6 inches deep, and the death-rate 
of the population was nearly double what it is to-day. 
It is left for modern scientific 
medicine, so called, to invent the strange method of 
inoculating the products of diseased conditions into the 
human body, under the mad idea of creating health. 
You cannot gather grapes of thorns or figs of thistles. 

We advocate improvement in the environmental 
conditions of human life; we believe that the truest 
resistance to all disease conditions will be found in the 
maintenance and encouragement of a healthy body. 
We believe in keeping the life blood of our bodies pure; 
we believe in keeping the atmosphere surrounding our 
dwellings pure; we believe in the sunshine of a pure 
unfettered mind that rejoices in the kinship of all animate 
life, and in that freedom which scorns the mean and 
degrading practices of the laboratory and yields to the 
weakest in the realm of God’s creation the liberty that 
we claim for ourselves. (Prolonged applause.) 


Major AUSTIN, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. 


Major REGINALD AUSTIN, in proposing a vote of 
thanks to Dr. Hadwen for his address, said: I would like 
to take this opportunity of saying a few words on the 
question of disease, especially smallpox. I am going to 
quote to you some words from Dr. Thomas Sydenham, 
known throughout the whole world as the English 
Hippocrates. I want to give you his view of what acute 
disease actually is, and what smallpox is. The following 
is his definition of acute diseases in general: 


| 
i 


“A disease, however much its cause may be adverse to the human | 


body, is nothing more than an effort of Nature, who strains with 


might and main to restore the health of the patient by the elimina- | 


tion of the morbific matter.” 
_ Morbific matter, I may explain, is any material that is 
injurious to the welfare of the body, and must be cast 


out. The body requires healthful, not noxious things. © 


Uneliminated waste products from the cells, imperfectly | 
_ world how fatal that disease [smallpox] proves to many of all ages, 


digested food, denatured food, unwanted food, vaccines, 


serums, drugs, and other substances that cannot be | 
utilised by the tissues are one and all morbific matter. | 


It must either cause the organism to remain in a state of 
chronic ill-health, or it must be removed from the system. 
Amongst other evidence in support of the truth of this 
belief, Sydenham brings forward the following facts 
about smallpox :-— 


“I have seen persons not deeply marked, nor yet deformed by 
the pock marks, but yet changed in the whole character of their 
features, lineaments and bodily frame. This looks as if the 
intervention of the smallpox had effected that full and perfect 
renovation which Nature designed.” 


The following extract from the Gentleman’s Magazine 


of July, 1790, is also of interest, for it clearly shows that 
Nature was a much better doctor than the physicians of 
the eighteenth century :— 

‘When the town of Blandford was burnt down, in the year 1731, 
many persons in the smallpox took refuge under the arches of the 
bridge on each side of the river, all of whom recovered from any - 
bad symptoms, though the disease had proved fatal to great 
numbers of those who had been closely shut up in their houses 
before the fire broke out” pe 
—and were looked after by the physician. 

In view of the periodical scaremongering of the Press 
to-day, to boost that dying superstition—vaccination— 
I must give you another quotation from Sydenham 
regarding smallpox :— 

“Considering the practices that obtain, both amongst learned 
and ignorant physicians, it had been happy for mankind that 
either the art of physic had never been exercised, or the notion of 
malignity never been stumbled upon. As is palpable to all the 


so it is most clear to me, from all the observations that I can 
possibly make, that if no mischief be done, either by physician 
or nurse, it is the most slight and safe of all diseases.” 


Although the above was penned as far back as 1638, my 
experience of the disease—and I have had a fair amount 
of it in India—as well as that of other medical men, 
confirms the truth of Sydenham’s observations. It is a 
perfectly simple and safe disease if properly treated. 
The paragraph I have just read to you is, I consider, so 
important that it should be printed in large type as a 
text, and issued by the Ministry of Health to every 
hospital and Medical Officer of Health in the British 
Empire. _ (Applause.) 
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Mr. ROY HORNIMAN. 


Mr. ROY HORNIMAN, scconding, expressed his 


astonishment at the vigorous speech of Dr. Hadwen, who | 


appeared to have emerged from the terrible ordeal of 
last year younger than he was before. The secret of his 
resilience was undoubtedly his great faith; and if we all 


shared it, the triumph of our Cause could not long be | 


delayed. 


He had read in the Times lately, that human beings © 


would never really be right between and towards themselves 
until they were right in their relation towards animals. 
That was a very trite and simple and obvious truth, but 
the Times seemed to have been a very long time in finding 
it out. Would the Jimes maintain that to take animals 
and inflict torture upon them, in order to get some 
material benefit for ourselves, is being right in relation 
to the animal kingdom? 
and he would ask them to answer it. The fact that they 
had just begun to publish letters on both sides of the 
vaccination question seemed to suggest that something 
was happening; things were moving very much more 
rapidly than we thought they were doing. (Applause.) 

I should like to point out, said Mr. Horniman, that in 
this matter of cruelty to animals, of which vivisection 
is the most abominable example that has ever been 
practised by human beings, you cannot put cruelty into 
watertight compartments. You cannot say that people 
shall be cruel in this, and not cruel in that. The right 
thing is always to put yourself in the other fellow’s place, 

A PARABLE. 

Supposing some beings came here from another star, 
beings so angelic, so obviously superior to ourselves, 
that we at once said: ‘‘Here are people who are much 
further advanced than we.’’ You can imagine them say- 
ing: ‘‘We have been watching you from another star, 
and thinking how very brave and fine you are in trying to 
progress and to develop your civilisation. We agreee with 
a great many things you do, but there is one thing we 
agree with more than anything else. We have seen 
how you have taken other beings, equally sensitive as 
yourselves, with whom you are perfectly safe from any- 
thing in the shape of reprisal, and have conducted experi- 
ments upon them to find out things that might be bene- 
ficial to yourselves. What we have chiefly noticed is 
that no agony, no torture, no suffering has debarred 
you from the carrying on of those experiments. That is 
a very fine and excellent thing! Of course, we have 
arrived here and we are superior beings, and it is necessary 
for our progress that you lower creatures should be 
exploited in the same way. We are going to do exactly 
the same thing to you. Therefore, we ask you to come 
forward in your thousands, making a festival of it, 
tumbling over one another in order to be strapped down 
on to the operating-table to be vivisected and tortured!” 
What should we say? 

So far from it being the right thing to take animals in 
preference to human beings, it is a very wrong thing, 
because you are doing the more cowardly thing of the two. 
If you took yourself, there might be something to be said 
for it; but to take something which is defenceless, some- 
thing which cannot hit back, is most unchivalrous and 
cowardly and unsportsmanslike. You are supposed to 
bring up your children in the doctrine of sacrificing them- 
selves for others. But how can they place any value on 
the sincerity of your teaching when, growing up and 
thinking for themselves, they find out what you are 


They put the proposition, © 


doing? They will say, “‘You have been making fun of 
us. We find that all these wonderful doctrines and ideals 
that you have been teaching us, or professing to teach us, 
go overboard the moment you begin to think you are in 
danger. The moment you think you are going to die 
from some disease or other you begin to whine and get 
into a funk, and ask, ‘In God’s name, is there not some- 
thing that can be discovered to prevent us from dying of 
this?’ After all, we have all got to die, or to have some 
disease, and is it worth it, to charge our consciences with 
all those abominable sufferings inflicted upon others, 
in the hope of escaping?’ (Applause.) 
RETRIBUTION. 

These dreadful cruelties perpetrated on the lower animals 
are bound to hit back. You cannot possibly be right 
with your fellow-men until you are right in relation to 
animals. There are many subtle forces which we have no 
knowledge of, forces which work subterraneously and 
operate on human beings, and I am perfectly sure that if 
we could get all the facts, if we could draw an absolute 
balance-sheet in this matter, we should find that such a 
catastrophe as the late war was fully deserved because of 
the horrors and devilry practised on animals. All that 


| we suffered and went through was not a tithe, not a frac- 


tion, compared with what we have been inflicting on the 
animal kingdom in the name of science and in the name 
of humanity. 

People are always asking, ‘“‘ Why do these people do it ? 
Do you imagine they want to be cruel?”’ That is quite 
beside the mark. That is the sort of thing said about 
every cruelty that ever was. It is not so long ago that our 
penal code was a most atrocious thing, a thing that we 
can now only look back upon with shame. Yet we know 
perfectly well that men who thought themselves admirable 
citizens, and very humane, would have been horrified if 
you had called them brutal and cruel. They assented to 
these things and assisted in doing them, as, for instance, 
in strangling to death boys and girls who had stolen 
something over five shillings. They assented to what 
were absolutely heathen modes of torture; and they 
always said, “It is very dreadful, but it has got to be done 
for the good of humanity.” We all know now that there 
was not a word of truth in it. (Applause.) 


CONSISTENCY. 

We have got to ask ourselves about a thing, “Is it 
cruel?’’ and if it is cruel it must be wrong. I know 
there are people who will get up and say, “*Will you 
define cruelty?’”? We do not want that sort of chop 
logic. But you may be perfectly certain that so long as 
you agree to any form of torturing animals, even if you 
get rid of vivisection, there will be the danger of vivi- 
section coming back. You must get rid of every form of 
cruelty to animals; of things, for example, like the decrepit 
horse traffic. It is the gross ingratitude of the whole of 
this business that strikes one most. The only reason we 
allow these things to continue—vivisection, the horrors of 
the decrepit horse traffic and of the slaughter-house—is 
that they touch not ourselves. 

You have only got to study scientists to find that they 
are men of mechanical intellect, people who have no 
right to call themselves philosophers or sociologists, for 
they are nothing of the kind. They have no right to come 
and teach us, or endeavour to teach us, an entirely new 
code of morality. There has been nothing more disgrace- 
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ful and more abominable than the attitude of the Churches 
toward vivisection. We know perfectly well that there 
are a great many priests and clergymen and ministers who 
are with us heart and soul, and we have great admiration 
for them, because we know how difficult it is for them. 


But I say that the Church has missed the greatest oppor- | 


tunity it ever had, when this question was brought 
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forward, in not turning and saying, “‘When you come and 
tell us that we are to reverse entirely the whole of the 
moral teaching on which civilisation is founded, we say 
to you we do not believe a word of it.”” That is what they 
ought to have done. (Applause.) 

The vote of thanks to Dr. 
unanimously. 


Hadwen was carried 


THANKS TO THE CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. G. C. COPE moved a vote of thanks to Sir Francis 
Blake for his kindness in presiding. 


Mr. H. G. CHANCELLOR, seconding, recalled his 
association with Sir Francis in the House of Commons. 
At that time, he did not think Sir Francis had made up 
his mind. When he heard that he was to preside at this 
meeting he realised that we had gained a new and valuable 
recruit to our movement in the North of England; for 
throughout Northumberland and Durham and the North 
generally, Sir Francis was with general consent recognised 
as one of the most highly honoured public men. 
(Applause.) 


There were other people in a similar position, occupy- 
ing high positions, who had never given a thought to the 
position, but who, if prevailed upon to consider it 
seriously, would come on our side and declare themselves 


Anti-vivisectionists. The trial of Dr. Hadwen had opened 
many minds. It had proved that the professors of this 
horrible practice and system of vivisection were prepared 
to destroy a man whom they disliked because he was 
threatening their vested interests. He hoped all those 
who were delegates would go back to the provinces deter- 
mined to find out the notable men in their districts and 
convert them. 

The CHAIRMAN, in acknowledging the vote, 
expressed his pleasure in the meeting, and said he regarded 
it as curious that Both Houses of Parliament had been 
engaged with a Bill concerning the training of animals for 
performance purposes, and yet they sanctioned the selfish 
cruelties inflicted in the name of vivisection. He hoped 
members would be gained on the “snowball” principle, so 
that next year we should have a larger meeting than ever 
before. (Applause.) 


AN APPEAL FOR THE VANS. 


HE earnest attention of every reader of the 

“Abolitionist” is hereby directed to the resolu - 

tion carried on the motion of the delegate from 
Worthing, at the Council Meeting of the British 
Union, and reported on page 106. We want a number 
of travelling vans, or “shops on wheels,” by means 
of which we can conduct continuous campaigns, 
instead of spasmodic ones depending upon the 
lucky chance of finding an empty shop that can be 
secured for a fortnight’s tenancy. (Many of our 
Branches have tried vainly for years to secure such 
shops.) 

But it means money! When once the vans are 
bought, judging by our present experience, the 
expenses of “running” them (though heavy) can be 
met by collections taken en route. Who will help 
us to buy the vans? Who will follow the splendid 
example of Mrs. Eyre Heriot, who opens the fund 
with a gift of £50? This is the only way of getting a 
knowledge of vivisection spread all through the 
country! 

We do not make this proposal without experience. 
It is because the only van now on the road is such a 
success that we want more. For how can we ever 
reach places in which there is no Branch of the British 
Union, unless we have the means of taking our 
propagandist material there? 


We make the following suggestions to donors. 


(1) They can, by sending us £150, “endow” a van, 
to be called by their own name, or any name they 
select, and in which, in future, they can take a 
special interest. 


(2) They can send donations of smaller sums, if 
they so desire, earmarked for a certain district. 
Thus, the two donations of £10 each, recorded 
below, came from Weston-super-Mare, and are 
therefore earmarked for the van which will cover 
the Western District. This van, which will be 
shared by our Bath, Bristol, Cheltenham, Glouces - 
ter and Weston Branches, and possibly others in 
the West, will undoubtedly be the next to be placed 
upon the road. A van for the Lincolnshire District 
is badly needed; we have the driver only waiting 
for its arrival! Those who wish a great Forward 
Movement to be carried on are urgently asked to 
help. Donations of any amount will be welcomed; 
even small sums mount up, if they come in quantity. 
Please send something for our Van Fund, at once! 
Finally, we ask every reader to realise that, in the 
British Union, as little as possible is spent upon 
official salaries. It is for work, and hard work, 
that the money is needed. Those who study our 
Report will realise the truth of this. We confidently 
commend our new scheme to the generous, and hope, 
next month, to show a considerable addition to the 
list, which opens as follows: 


VAN FUND. 
£ s. d. 
Mrs. Eyre Heriot - He 50 0 0 
Mr. J. Thorpe Perry... =e 25 0 0 
Mrs. Dyer .. a is: re 10 0 0 
Miss Rogers 33 10 0 0 


Donors are requested to mark their donations 
“Van Fund,” otherwise they will be regarded as 
ordinary donations. 
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Strange Diphtheria Case. 

The Herald of June 6 reported an inquest which leads 
one to ask what treatment would have been meted out to 
an Anti-vivisectionist doctor if he had attended the case 
concerned ? 

A boy of five had enjoyed perfectly good health until 
he was taken by the Tottenham School Authorities to 
have his tonsils removed. A day or two after his return 


he became very ill, and his family doctor stated that there | 


had been neglect in cleansing the throat after operation. 
He was taken back to hospital, and died two days later, 
when it was declared that he had diphtheria, which the 
‘well-known London throat specialist’”’ who had performed 
the operation had not discovered. 
Of course, nobody was blamed; 


the father, who 


*‘wanted to know why his son, who had been quite well | 
before the operation, had died in such a short time”’ had | 


doctor invaded a house and vaccinated the wrong baby, 
heedless of the mother’s protests. We now find that 
even an exemption certificate may be no protection. 
The sad feature is that, when these things are done, there 
is very little protest save from anti-vaccinators. One 
member of the Lambeth Guardians, Mr. Havelock-West, 
tried to exonerate the doctor in the above case by saying 
“it was a serious matter if two or three children were 
unvaccinated out of 600 or 700 other children.” ‘That is 
not the point,’”’ said Mr. James, “‘we have no legal right 
to do it.” 

It is fairly certain that but for the organised movement 
against vaccination, our Boards of Guardians would be 
filled with Havelock-Wests, and the doctors would have 
a free hand whenever they defy the law. It is probably 
because Boards of Guardians contain some persons who 
really represent the people, and are alive to the dangers of 


little chance against four hospital doctors and the specialist. | medical autocracy, that we are threatened with their 


Vaccinated Himself. 
The Daily Express of June 8 


reported that Mr. Work, a 
member of Mr. Coolidge’s 
secretarial staff, who was 


formerly a physician, being 
kept waiting by another doc- 
tor upon whom he had called, 
employed the time in vacci- 
nating himself. He had “found 
all the necessary instruments 
laid out ready for use.”’ 


AN 


Le ae 


A Death from Antitoxin. 

On April 30, Miss Elsie 
McLeod, aged 23, a nurse, was 
killed at the Alexandria Hos- 
pital, Montreal,by an injection 
of antitoxin. This death, like 


all those occurring under similar circumstances, was 
very sudden. The excuse was made that Dr. E. 
Murphy, the superintendent, who had ordered the 


injection, “‘was unaware of the fact that she had been 
a victim of asthma.’’ We ask our friends to take 
note of the admission that death may be expected from 
the injection of antitoxin into a patient who has once had 
asthma. If our Schick test enthusiasts ever fulfil their 
ideal of wholesale inoculations, we doubt exceedingly 
if all the asthmatic subjects, say in a school of several 
hundreds, will be carefully weeded out. These people 
are playing with fire, but their medical qualifications 
and their right to give death certificates safeguard them 
against widespread knowledge of the fact. 


Illegal Vaccination Ends Fatally. 

On May 28, reports appeared in the Press of a meeting 
of the Lambeth Guardians, from which it appeared that 
Irene and Marjorie Garrard, twins, aged ten months, had 
been vaccinated by the Guardians’ Medical Officer, 
although the father had obtained an exemption certificate 
for both of them. Irene died some time later, and 
Marjorie had been in the infirmary ever since. An 
inquiry is to be made into the matter. 

A short time ago we referred to the case in which a 


dal 
WM ies 


Sue 


Dr. Squirt has arranged a tempting display on his consulting-room 
table, and saved himself the subscription to half-a-dozen illustrated 
magazines. 


abolition. 


Damages for 
Vaccination Injury. 

We were interested to learn 
from the Lancashire Post of 
May 19 that Alexandre Karely, 
formerly an aviator in the 
French Army, and now resident 
in the United States, has been 
awarded £10,000 damages 
against the Cunard Line, having 
lost the use of his left arm 
through vaccination enforced 
upon him by physicians of the 
shipping company before he was 
permitted to sail from Cherbourg 
in 1920. He said he protested 
at the time, for he had already 
been vaccinated three times in 
the Army, becoming ill after every operation. 

The incident is of peculiar interest to us, because 
1920 was the year in which Dr. Hadwen first visited the 
United States, and he remembers a certain commotion 
concerning enforced vaccinations when his vessel touched 
at Cherbourg. He had been warned that he himself would 
have to be vaccinated, but his refusal settled the matter. 


ee 


Ze 


Pity the Poor Russian. 

The Russian Soviet authorities have unfortunately 
imbibed much vivisectionist teaching, and are passing it 
on to the unlettered multitudes in the form of pictures. 
The Daily News of May 19 gave a drawing taken from a 
poster displayed everywhere in Russia. It is said to 
represent a Red Guard being inoculated against typhus. 
We wonder how many diseases the bacteriologists are 
allowed thus to treat! Typhus, as our own country 
proves, can be banished without any such procedure. 


Mr. Tennyson Smith. 

Mr. Tennyson Smith, the well-known Temperance 
orator, who has done pioneer work for our Australian 
Branches, has returned to this country after a nine years’ 
world tour, and had a warm welcome when he spoke at 
the Conference of the National Commercial Temperance 
League in Hull on May 14. 
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\~ THE ANNUAL COUNCIL MEETING. 


Friends in Consultation. 


jase good muster 
of delegates 
assembled at 
the Caxton 
Hall, West- 
minster, on 
the afternoon 
of May 28, for 
the Annual 
Council Meet- 
ing Of tive 
The following were present :-— 


Dr. Hadwen (President). 
Mr. Arnold Lupton (Vice-President) . 


British Union. 


Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B. (Hon. Member). 
Members of the Central Executive Committee : 


Mrs. Aird. 


Major Austin, M.R.C.S., 
1 De a8 OY SI 

Mrs. Butcher. 

Mr. H. G. Chancellor. 

Mr. G. C. Cope. 

Mrs. Hayburn. 


The above names comprise the whole of the Committee, 


with the exception of Lord Harberton, who was absent | for her invaluable assistance in running shop campaigns, 


in France. 


Mr. Fraser Hewes. 
Mr. Heys Jones. 

Mr. Roy Horniman. 
Mrs. Keith Mackenzie. 
Countess de Rivas. 
Miss J. Simpson. 

Mr. de Vere Summers. 


Branch Delegates: 


Bath Mr. H. Norris. 

Bradford Miss Cookson. 

Birmingham Miss Egan. 

Blackheath Miss Crofton, Miss Osman. 
Bolton Mr. J. Buck, Mr. Alan Crompton. 
Bristol Miss Lowther. 

Bromley Mrs. Jacob, Miss Worthington. 
Cambridge Miss Childs, Mr. Foister. 
Cardiff Mrs. Moore. 

Chiswick Mr. Robson. 

Clapton Mr. A. Grant. 

Croydon Mrs. Abel. 


Darlington 


Ealing and Acton 


Eastbourne Miss Bear. 

Finchley Miss Parker. 

Gloucester Dr. Gertrude Best, Mr. Hopkins, J.P. 
Guildford .. Mrs. Mills. 

Hampstead Miss Kingsford, Mrs. Pater. 
Hastings Miss Blackman. 

Hove Mr. Singer. 

Leamington Miss Fardon. 

Leicester Mr. H. A. Coates. 

Letchworth Mrs. Delf, Mrs. Douglas. 

Lewes Mr. Beaumont, Mr. Barnden. 
Lincoln Mrs. Winter. 

Liverpool .. Mr. Joscelyne. 

Manchester _ Mr. Egerton, Mr. Middleton. 
Middlesbrough Mrs. Dunn. 

Newcastle Mrs. Rodenhurst. 

Portsmouth Mrs. Toms, Mr. Maurice Toms. 
Preston Mrs. Pape. 

Reading Mrs. M. E. Richards, Mr. Marriott, 
Richmond Mr. Bovill, Mr. Stuart. 


Scottish A.V. Society 


Shropshire. 
Tonbridge 


r unbridge Wells .. 


Torquay 


Unitarian A.V. Union 


Westcliff and Southend .. 


Mrs. Scott. 


Mrs. Daniell, Miss F. M. Kidd. 


Mr. Crosthwaite. 

Mrs. Matthews, Miss Ragge. 
Mrs, Alfred Smith. 

Miss Barnett. 

Miss Cooper. 


Mrs. George Armstrong, Rev. W.G. 


Topping. 
Mrs. Brisley. 


| 
| 


Branch Delegates: 


Willesden Mrs. Reavill, Mrs. Molyneux. 
Wimbledon Miss Vincent-Wing. 

Wilberforce Mr. Knight. 

Wolverhampton . Mr. Pearce. 

Worcester Miss Haywood. 

Worthing Mrs. Heriot, Mr. Hayes Marshall. 


The Branches at Blackpool, Southport, Warrington and Wrex- 
ham were represented by Mr. Middleton. The following were 
also present as visitors :—Mrs. Green and Miss Warren (Brighton), 
Mrs. Wonfor and Miss Nailard (Hove) and Mrs. Saunders. Mrs. 
Pater and Mrs. Keith Mackenzie kindly organised the serving of 
tea during an interval. 

ADOPTION OF REPORT. 

After the roll-call, the Minutes having been read and 
signed : 

The PRESIDENT moved the adoption of the Annual 
Report and Balance Sheet. He said the Union had been 
increasing very rapidly, and, taking the leading Branches 
(or those showing the greatest signs of progress) he com- 
mented upon their having doubled and, in one case 
(Hastings) trebled membership during the year. The 
Australian Branches had presented much longer sub- 
scription lists, showing that it was not a case of the initial 
enthusiasm cooling. He thanked Mrs. Keith Mackenzie 


and Miss Barnett and Mrs. Winter for their missionary 
work in creating new Branches. Brighton and Hove 


combined, he thought, made a splendid showing for one 
' town, and he was glad to note that the new “‘ Wilberforce” 


| Branch at Hull, while bringing in a fine roll of members 


through the energy of Mr. and Mrs. Knight, had affected 
hardly at all the membership of the original Hull Branch. 
Nottingham, Worthing, Portsmouth and Isle of Wight, 
and Manchester were all fine Branches that had shown 
phenomenal activity, and Nottingham still held the 
premier position in regard to membership. He pointed 
out that great economy continued to be exhibited at 
headquarters; only one-tenth of the money was spent 
on official salaries, while the main outlay was on postages, 
campaign work and other necessities of propaganda. 
The meetings during the year numbered 291. Opposition 
was increasing, owing to the pressure of Anti-vivisection 
opinion. He reminded the delegates of Cobbett’s dictum: 
‘There are three great elements of success. The first is 
a good cause; the second, plenty of determination; the 
third, plenty of opposition.”’ (Applause.) 

Mr. FRASER HEWES seconded in a vigorous speech. 
He began by praising the President and the secretary, 
but added that he had an indictment to bring—they did 
not beg enough for money; and in pointing this out, he 


| felt himself rather in the position of the clergyman who, 


when he tried to enlist his sympathy for Anti-vivisection, 
followed a general indictment of cruelty with the inevitable 
‘““but!” He knew Societies that had spent all their 
energies in begging, and that most successfully, but had 
done practically no work. The British Union, on the 
contrary, consisted of hard fighters and workers but bad 
beggars. It made his blood boil to note the thousands of 
pounds left to Societies for the “conversion” of foreigners, 
by persons who begrudged half-a-crown to stop hell in 
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their own country. (Applause.) We must change that. | 


He felt that we must beg more and advertise more. 
must let people know that the work was being held up 
for lack of funds. 

The Report was unanimously adopted. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. ROY HORNIMAN proposed the re-election of 
Dr. 
Endorsing Mr. Fraser Hewes’ remarks, he said many 
people laboured under the delusion that Anti-vivisec- 
tionists were all rich people. Somebody had once 
remarked to him: “Dr. Hadwen must be a very rich 
man!’? He had replied: ‘“‘He is; he lives in a state of 
the most extraordinary luxury, which consists in possess- 
ing the affection and trust and confidence of the British 
Union and of any friends he has.”” He was always struck 


We | 


Hadwen as President and Honorary Secretary. | 


with the absolute lack of any friction within the ranks of | 
the British Union; he had had experience on other com- | 


mittees and he had never met with any collection of 
people who worked together with such good feeling and 
such absolute loyalty, both to their leader and to one 
another, as did the workers of the British Union. We had 
a leader we could trust. (Applause.) 

Major AUSTIN seconded, and the” resolution was 
carried unanimously. 

Dr, Hadwen having responded ; 

Rev. W. G. TOPPING asked the indulgence of the 


meeting ‘‘when he called attention to a great omission, | 


as far as the arrangements on the agenda were con- 
cerned.’’? He saw no reference to the trial, and he wished 
to propose the following resolution :—- 


of Vivisection congratulates Dr. Hadwen on the result of the 
prosecution against him at Gloucester, and expresses its gratitude 
to him for the stand made by him in the interests of the Anti- 


| point of view was put before it. 


vivisectionist Movement, and assures him of its appreciation and | 


its confidence in his leadership.” 

**We sometimes,” said the proposer, ‘‘make use of the 
saying ‘the blood of the martyrs is the seed of the 
Church.’ In applying that to ourselves as a Society, I 
would like to alter it thus: ‘Suffering for conscience 
sake is the seed of our Movement.’ I believe that we 
shall yet reap a great harvest as the result of the awful 
trial which our President had to undergo.”’ (Applause.) 

Mr. G. KNIGHT seconded, remarking that Dr. 
Hadwen had “dared to be a Daniel.’’ He wished some 
of the professional leaders of the Churches had equal 
courage. (Hear, hear.) 

The resolution was carried with acclamation. 

Mr. ROBSON proposed the re-election of the Vice- 
Presidents; seconded by Mrs. REAVILL and carried 
unanimously. 


Mrs. HERIOT proposed the re-election of Lord | 


Harberton as Treasurer. 

Mr. HOPKINS, J.P., seconding the resolution, 
which was carried unanimously, said he wished, as a 
delegate from Gloucester, to express his pleasure at the 
appreciation of Dr. Hadwen shown at the meetings of 
the British Union. His fellow citizens knew the great 
work he did, and felt that the loyalty of so many comrades 
in other centres helped him to do it. 


| seek to change the prevailing opinions. 


THE RESOLUTIONS. 
Miss COOKSON (Bradford) moved :— 


“That this meeting vigorously protests against the practice of 
experimenting upon defenceless animals in connection with the 
study of the effects of poison gas, high explosives, etc., regarding 
such cruelty as treason to humanity and a betrayal of the trust 
incumbent upon mankind.” 


Mr. COATES (Leicester) seconded, and said that he 
had peculiar pleasure in doing so as an opponent of war. 

The PRESIDENT recalled his visit to an American 
poison-gas factory, and pointed out the absurdity of pre- 
paring antidotes (thus claiming a “defensive” motive) 
when nobody could possibly foresee the new kinds of gas 
that might be used in the next war. The animals were 
being tortured for nothing. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. CROSTHWAITE (Scotland) moved :— 


“That this meeting views with great regret the action of the 
League of Nations in giving financial support to, and so encourag- 
ing vivisectional experiments on animals, and expresses the con- 
viction that in so doing it is fostering that inhumanity which it 
exists to destroy. The League is called upon to refuse to support 
the cruelty involved in such experimentation, and to devote its 
efforts to the securing of healthy conditions of life for the world’s 
peoples, and to the furtherance of international hygienic and 
sanitary measures and humane laws as the only effective method 
of combating disease.” 

The resolution, he said, was in no way directed against 
the League of Nations. It was still young, and, like all 
infants, suffered from the dangers of infancy. It was 
being exploited; and we wanted to see that the right 
A protest from a single 
Society might have little success; but we should seek to 


| get a similar expression of opinion put before the League 
ried bits Couticil Mectingrof the British Union for the Abolition | © P P P s 


by Colonial and Continental Societies. 

Mr. CHANCELLOR, seconding, pointed out that the 
League of Nations was endeavouring to collate the know- 
ledge all over the world in regard to all kinds of inter- 
national questions. It was not surprising that it should 
appoint persons who represent medicine, and that those 
persons should represent prevailing opinions. We must 
He hoped that 


| the Conferences of Medical Officers of Health that had 


_ do—to prevent war and substitute arbitration. 


been arranged would direct the efforts of the League 
more to sanitary than to vivisectionist schemes. 

Mr. LUPTON, supporting, said the real difficulty is 
the power of the vaccine manufacturers, who have clever 
and highly paid agents, fully qualified medical men, 
who put their wares forward as likely to benefit humanity, 
and impose upon the League of Nations. 

Mr. MARRIOTT (Reading) agreed, but said he thought 
the medical advisers of the League appointed themselves. 
He would like to see the use of their profitable vaccines 
and serums made illegal. 

Mr. MIDDLETON (Manchester) said the League 
seemed to have forgotten the original thing it set out to 
It was 


_ difficult to know what it did stand for. 


Mr. MIDDLETON proposed, and Mrs. MOLYNEUX | 


seconded, the re-election of Mr, Heys Jones as Hon. 
Solicitor; Mr. BUCK proposed and Miss COOKSON 
seconded the election of the Central Committee;* Mr. 
HAYES MARSHALL proposed and Mrs. CROMPTON 
seconded the re-election of Commander Kenworthy as 
Parliamentary Representative. All these resolutions 
were carried with enthusiasm. 


Mr. CHANCELLOR said the objects of the League 
were two: (1) International Peace; (2) International 
Co-operation. It was under the second heading that this 
difficulty arose. 

The PRESIDENT agreed, but did not see what 
excuse the League had for including controversial methods 
of medicine under either heading. 

The resolution was unanimously carried. 

Mrs. MILLS (Guildford) moved :— 


“That all Branches be asked to influence Parliament by urging 
their members to communicate with the M.P.s representing their 
own districts.” 

She thought more protest should be made about the 
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spending of public money on vivisection. So long as 
experiments on animals were tolerated, we remained an 
uncivilised nation. (Applause.) 

Mr. COPE seconded, and it was agreed to endeavour 
thus to assist Commander Kenworthy when he next 
found an opportunity of re-introducing the British 
Union’s “‘Economy”’ Bill, in accordance with the sug- 
gestion of Miss PARKER (Finchley). 

Mrs. HERIOT (Worthing) moved :— 

“That in view of the marked success of the Southern Federation 
Motor Van, additional vans should be put on the road by the British 
Union for propaganda during the summer, and that as many shop 
campaigns as possible should be held during the winter months, 
especially in districts where no Branch of the British Union at 
present exists, additional banners, posters, pictures, and sundries 
being immediately supplied.” 

There seemed to be two difficulties—the lack of drivers, 
and the lack of money. But she thought many ladies 
would be glad to learn to drive. As for the money, if 
a fund were opened to provide vans, she would be very 
proud to start it with £50. (Applause.) The banners, 
etc., were old, and needed to be superseded by better ones. 

Mr. MAURICE TOMS, seconding, described the 
running of the van now in use by the Southern Federation. 
He urged the creation of Branch Federations, so that the 
stronger Branches could help the weaker. As an instance 
of the value of van-running, he told an interesting story. 
Driving his van through Robertsbridge, he had been held 
up for a few moments by a policeman at acrossing. When, 
some days later, he visited that place for propaganda, 
the policeman told him that its mere passage, on the 
previous occasion, had caused a most animated discussion 
on vivisection to take place. His wife, who knew some- 
thing of the subject, had got a number of the neighbours 
to meet at her house for the purpose, and they had spent 
the evening in holding an impromptu Anti-vivisection 
debate. He gave other anecdotes concerning the work, 
and asked for instructed helpers, who would not confine 
themselves to showing the instruments, but would be 
prepared to explain why we oppose the whole range of 


message, given without concealment or compromise. 

Mrs. HERIOT asked to say a word of appreciation 
of the inspirer of the van-campaign. But for Mr. Beau- 
mont, of Lewes, nobody would have thought of it. 
(Applause.) 

Mrs. WINTER (Lincoln) said if somebody would 
find the money to buy a van, she would soon learn to 
drive it. She found people as a rule entirely ignorant, 
having readily accepted the fable that the Anti-vivi- 
sectionists “‘told lies’; we must bring this question 
before the public, so that no subterfuge would be possible, 
and they would have to take a stand one way or the other. 

Mr. MARRIOTT said it was not only animals, but 
children that were being sacrificed. 

Mr. MIDDLETON said he would certainly see what 
could be done in the North. 

The PRESIDENT pointed out that Headquarters 
could not afford to provide vans, unfortunately. Each 
district should seek to raise the requisite amount. 

The resolution was carried. 

Mrs. MOLYNEUX (Willesden) moved :—. 

“That this meeting protests against the action of several of the 
newspapers in boycotting all Anti-vivisection news, thus exclud- 
ing reports of some of the largest meetings held in London.” 

She said she referred principally to the very meagre 
reports of the great Queen’s Hall Meeting on February 6. 
Some few papers—the Daily News and Morning Post 
particularly—had done justice to its importance, but 
many other papers, that had accepted money for adver- 
tising it, had given no report whatever. She thought 
members who had been in the habit of taking in papers 
that acted in that way should write and protest, and say 
that if the papers boycotted the meetings, they would 
boycott the papers. 

Mrs. REAVILL seconded, and after Mr. MARRIOTT 
and Mr. KNIGHT had made general comments upon the 
one-sided character of the news allowed to appear in the 
Press as a whole, the resolution was carried, and the 
President having remarked that the business (which lasted 
three hours) was concluded, the meeting terminated. 


HE Report of the British Union, dealing with the 

period from May 1, 1924, to April 30, 1925 (in the case 

of most of the Branches, with the entire year 1924), 
which was presented at the Annual Council Meeting on 
May 28, consists of 245 pages, as against 236 in the pre- 
vious year. The time has come when its ever-increasing 
dimensions must be seriously considered, and the cost in 
printing and postage reduced. It contains a carefully 
condensed record of work, but the growth in membership 
ever adds to its size. Hitherto, we have drawn the blue 
pencil very drastically through everything that was not a 
mere statement of something achieved, except in cases 
where Branches had ordered copies to be struck off from 
the general Report for local use, in which case we hesitated 
to curtail the special items intended for their own 
subscribers. In future, we must ask every Branch to 
publish its own local report independently. 

So far as the contents of the Report are concerned, we 
believe they will be generally found of great interest, 
showing the various ways of advancing the Cause adopted 
in different centres, and the Headquarters Report is 
specially enlightening. We are willing to send the 
volume to all genuine inquirers, but these will perhaps 
remember that it costs something to print and the postage 
is twopence halfpenny. 


Forbidden Theories, by C. P. Kingsford (C. W. Daniel 
Co., 4s. 6d. net), is an excellent propagandist effort 
written in the form of a story. The latter is, however, 
very slight in form, and merely serves to make the con- 
versations interesting; it is in these, as frankly ac- 
knowledged in the preface, that the purpose of the book 
lies. Within its pages will be found the true Anti- 
vivisectionist position, mingled to some extent with 
the author’s personal appreciation of methods of healing 
such as osteopathy, electrical treatments, etc., and 
even a certain amount of occultism. A protest against 
cruelty runs through the whole. 

We are glad to see such books placed on the market, 
for they reach a section of the public that would never 
be reached by Anti-vivisection Societies; and the query 
placed conspicuously on the binding cover, “Is the 
Germ Theory Infallible?’’ is alone calculated to arouse 
curiosity and an incipient doubt in the claims of orthodoxy. 

Onions and Cress (C. W. Daniel Co., 1s. net), by Dr. 
Valentine Knaggs, needs no description. In searching 
out the history and dietetic and medical uses of these two 
articles, which he calls “‘the finest blood-purifiers ever 
produced in Nature’s kingdom,” Dr. Knaggs has revealed a 
passion for careful historical research, a useful gift now that 
the teachings of the vegetarian are at last finding favour. 


Jury 1, 1925. 
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INSULIN AND THE DIABETES DEATH RATE. 


= HEN insulin was first boomed, Dr. 
Hadwen advised the public to 
wait, before accepting the fan- 
tastic claims made for it, until 
it could be judged on the basis 
of statistics, which he prophesied 
would be unfavourable. The first 
of these produced showed that 
peopte were still dying of dia- 
betes; in fact, they were dying 
in increasing numbers; and as 
insulin was not even claimed as 
a cure, it is difficult to see why Dr.. Banting received the 
Nobel prize for discovering it. Evena palliative should 
have some favourable effect on the death-rate, by keeping 
patients longer alive. But the deaths in Toronto, where 
insulin was discovered and first used, rose from 77 in 
1922 to 84 (the earlier report said 85) in 1923, and in the 
United States the diabetic death-rate was considerably 
higher than it had been in 1920 and 1921. 

We have received a copy of the Toronto paper, News 
Mirror, of May 9, 1925. It contains on the front page a 
criticism of insulin, bearing the large type heading: “‘/s 
Insulin a Failure?” followed by the significant sub-titles :— 

WuatT Is TIME’S VERDICT ON INSULIN? 
DEATH-RATE FOR DIABETES SHOWS AN UPWARD TREND. 

The article gives the figures for Toronto and the Pro- 
vinces. The figure estimate for 1925 in the first of the 
tables is explained thus :— 

Reports for the first four months of the present year show 30 
deaths from diabetes. Based on the seasonal records of preceding 


years, the estimated total for 1925 may be placed at 75, or a rate 
of 13-7 per 100,000 of population, as compared with 13-1 in 1924. 


Toronto Figures. 


Deaths Rate per 100,000 
1915. ee i 56 ae 12-0 
IDIGH..: es mc 41 “as 8-9 
197. te a 50 so 10-6 
ISIS e-. = aa 61 ey 12°5 
1919 73; i. ve 60 % 12-0 
1920 .. ut ee 54 + 10°5 
1921... a ae 66 es 12-6 
1922 .. ae as 77 bs 14°5 
1923° .. MS = 84 bs 15:6 
1924 .. ae 7. 71 7 13°1 
1925 (estimated) .. 75 an 13-7 


Provincial Figures. 


Rate per 

Total 100,000 
TOL4MT ST: sc Estee el/40%0) ne 10-6 
SY oe oe Fee PAL ni 11-9 
POLO es 2 sho AE ae 10-7 
NAW E ci a ay BEM at 11-4 
LOR 56 yt gobo] rh 12-4 
ED so nic OOS HC 10-8 
1920: se OOS dc 11-5 
LOZ eee 6 .. 334 on 11-4 
1022 eee ov ems 20) SIC 12-4 
1923 398 13-1 


{Later figures not yet available.] 


It will be seen that insulin, introduced in 1922, has no 
favourable results to show. 

It appears that Germany had tried and given up insulin 
—on account of its dangers, which we have frequently 
pointed out—long before Dr. Banting ‘“‘discovered”’ it. 
That is, the Germans had used it under another name. 
The writer asks :— 


“Will Germany’s experience be repeated? In that country the 
alcoholic extracts of pancreas, known in Canada as insulin, were 
used prior to 1908 by Zuclzer, according to reports in the Berlin 
Klin. Woch. of 1907-8. Although these extracts were adminis- 
tered subcutaneously in that country as they are here at present, 
the Berlin scientists discontinued their use by reason of their 
dangerous toxic effects. Notwithstanding the improved dietetic 
measures now available through the co-operation of the manu- 
facturers, is it possible that Canadians may find, as the earlier 
European scientists did, that this ‘cure’ carries with it certain 
dangers as a method of handling the disease?” 

This is the record of the latest boast of the vivisector 


—what is it worth? 

Of all the drugs foisted upon the medical profession by 
vivisectors, we know of none that has entailed more 
horrible cruelty than insulin, and the thought of the 
experiments is particularly distressing to many people 
because they were, and still are, performed upon man’s 
best friend—the dog. Dogs are even now being tortured 
in the same way, in order to procure different varieties 
of the substance; with their pancreas cut out, their other 
organs interfered with, enduring constant injections, 
they are allowed to die a lingering death, daily handled and 
tormented by the heartless human beings who have 
reduced them to their pitiable condition. And, once 
more, vivisection has drawn a blank. 


CARDIFF. 

We are glad to note, from the Cardiff Times of June 13, that a 
resolution was passed at a meeting of our Branch Committee, 
drawing attention to the fact that the monkeys in the Victoria 
Park Zoo were frequently teased and tormented by boysand others ; 
accordingly “‘it was decided to have a report given at the next 
meeting of the Parks Committee, to see what improvements can be 
carried out as to barriers, &c.’’ 

FOLKESTONE. 

The Southern Federation Van visited Folkestone from June 4 
to 11. Two good stands were secured in Folkestone and one at 
Hythe. Fifty-seven new members were enrolled, bringing the 
total of the new Branch up to 87. Great interest was aroused and 
600 signed the petition. A number of willing and active helpers 
came forward, including Mrs. Clarke (hon. sec.), Mrs. Yates, Mrs. 
Langdon-Thomas, Miss Myers, Miss Joseph, Mrs. Kite, Mrs. Hill, 
Miss Self, Mrs. Hawkins and Mrs. Beard. 

Miss Barnett worked hard to establish the new Branch; Mr. 
Toms was in charge of the van. 


LEEDS. 

The Leeds Branch again took a stand at the Leeds Dog Show, 
when a good number of inquiries were dealt with, and many 
pamphlets distributed and sold. The Branch membership, which 
has been of slow growth in this important centre, is now steadily 
increasing, and we are glad to report that a Shop Campaign will 
start on July 4, at 54, Albion Street, Leeds. 

MANCHESTER. 

During the month several interesting dog films have been shown 
in this district. Our Branch has taken advantage of these, by 
having ladies and gentlemen outside the picture houses giving out 
our literature. Among those who have thus helped were Mr. 
Dorsett, Miss Hollowell, Miss Jenkins, Mr. and Mrs. Middleton, 
Miss Peters, Mr. Smith and Mr. Wilson. 

The Manager of the Gaiety Picture House, one of the largest in 
the City, wrote to Mr. Middleton offering to allow 500 school chil- 
dren in each day free of charge to see “‘ Peter,” the wonderful dog, 
whose love and intelligence are shown in a remarkable way in 
securing justice for his master. Our_Northern Secretary-got in 
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touch with several headmasters and mistresses and arranged for 
a number to go after school hours at 5 o’clock. An excellent 
piece of educational work, for which we cordially thank the 
Manager, while commending the energy with which the matter 
was taken up. Thousands of appropriate leaflets and journals 
were given out by British Union workers. 

Our workers have given out leaflets against inoculation and vivi- 
section in the vicinity of newspaper offices during the month. 
On one occasion Mrs. Middleton had a most interesting experience. 
A gentleman, after watching her for some time, came up and com- 
plimented her upon having the courage to do such work, and wanted 
to know if our workers, and she herself, got paid for it? He was so 
astonished at finding that the work was done freely for love of the 
Cause, that he made a proposal of marriage on the spot! We hope 
he will send a cheque later on, after recovering from the disappoint- 
ment of being told that Mrs. Middleton was already married. 

Numerous letters come from all parts to our Manchester office 
asking for information on vaccine and serums; callers also abound. 
A good supply of literature is sold to inquirers. Often letters of 
appreciation follow, and over 30 new members have been enrolled 
this year in this way. Letters on vivisection and other cruelties 
have appeared in local papers from our Branch secretary and 
workers. Our Northern delegates to the London meetings have 
been much encouraged by the enthusiasm and practical work of 
the Branches whose representatives spoke at Caxton Hall. 
WILBERFORCE. 

On going to and returning from the London Conference, Mr. 
Knight distributed the British Union’s literature in the corridor 
expresses; it was readily accepted with but two exceptions, one 
who refused being an avowed vivisectionist and strongly opposed to 
our Cause. Of course this resulted in a lively exchange of views, 
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and our position was strongly upheld. Mr. Knight also wrote 
reports of the London meetings for the local Press, and although 
they were somewhat curtailed we are grateful for the amount of 
space given in the Hull Daily Mail, Sports Mail, Hull and York- 
shive Times, and Hull Evening News. Both these examples of 
propaganda are offered for the emulation of other Branch workers 
on some future occasion. Perhaps more could be done with the 
provincial Press. q 


WORTHING. 


The Southern Federation van work commenced under the auspices 
of the Worthing Branch with a successful campaign from May 12 
to 26, during which 140 new members joined. The places visited 
were Arundel, Beeding, Bognor, Bramber, Chichester, Henfield, 
Horsham, Hurstpierpoint, Lancing, Littlehampton, Partridge 
Green, Pulborough, Shoreham, Steyning, Storrington. The 
helpers included Mrs. Hartung, Mrs. Walker, Miss Miller, Mrs. 
Eyre Heriot (hon. sec.), Miss Bell, Mrs. Jupp, Mrs. Keyes, Miss 
Lovegrove and Miss Willett. Mr. Maurice Toms was in charge of 
the van. 

The Worthing Branch was in evidence at the local Dog Show on 
June 6, and many new members were obtained. As might have 
been foreseen, most of the dog owners were sympathetic to our 
Cause. The helpers on this occasion were Mrs. Finlay Heron, 
Miss Miller, Miss Rowlatt, Miss Hughes and Mrs. Walker. 

The President’s Garden Meeting takes place on July 2, and the 
next “At Home” will be held on July 7, when Dr. Mabel Foley 
is expected to give a short paper on ‘‘ The Dangers of Vaccines and 
Serums.’”’ No addresses will be given in August and September, 
though the hon. secretary will be ‘‘At Home” as usual. The 
addresses will be resumed on October 6. 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BATH. 

On May 12 a good meeting of our local Branch was held at 
Fortt’s Restaurant, when the Rev. Philip Madge presided and the 
speaker was Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B., who took as his 
subject “‘Our Meanest Crime and how it is Punished.” 

BLACKHEATH. 

On May 13 the Rev. W. J. Piggott addressed the Women’s 
Co-operative Guild in Upper Belvedere. He also spoke to the 
Lee Guild on May 22. 

BRISTOL. 


A meeting of the members of the Men’s Parliament took place 
at St. Aidan’s Hall on Sunday, June 7, at 3 p.m. The Rev. 
W. J. Rogers, M.A., was in the chair, and the speaker was Mr. 
Gerald Maberly, M.A., LL.B. There was a good audience of 
men only, and a spirited debate followed the address. 

On June 8 a similar meeting of women was held at St. Aidan’s 
Hall, at3 p.m. The Rev. W. J. Rogers was again in the chair, 
and Mr. Gerald Maberly addressed a large and interested audience. 
Many questions were asked and leaflets distributed. Miss Lowther 
writes: “‘We are deeply grateful to Mr. G. Maberly for his able 
addresses, to the Rev. W. Rogers for his kind hospitality, and to 
Mr. Forster for his songs and recitations.” 

CAMBRIDGE. 

The Cambridge Daily News of May 8 contained an excellent 
report of a meeting of our local Branch held at St. Andrew’s Hall 
on the previous evening. Dr. G. Searle, F.R.S., was in the chair, 
and Mr. Roy Horniman spoke on ‘‘Vivisection: the Greatest 
National Crime.” 

HOVE. 

The Brighton Gazette of May 23 had a long report of an excellent 
meeting held by our Hove Branch on May 20. Mr. A. F. Lee 
was in the chair, and the speaker was Mr. Roy Horniman, who 
was supported by the Rev. T. W. T. Miller and others. The 
gathering had been arranged by Miss Nailard and Mrs. Wonfor, 
with the hon. secretary, Mr. F. Singer. Tea was daintily served 
at small tables. 

LIVERPOOL. 

On June 4 a meeting of Branch Representatives was held in the 
rooms, Bold Place, Mr. Webster-Jones in the chair. Mr. Joscelyne 
gave a brief report of the London meetings, and Mr. Middleton 
dealt with several matters affecting the work of the Society. 

On June 9 Mr, Middleton was invited to give an address before 
the Women’s Co-operative Guild, Bootle. Mrs. Marsden presided 


over a good attendance. The speaker dealt with the rights of 

animals, with special reference to vivisection, vaccination and 

inoculation. A most excellent discussion and numerous questions 

resulted, the speaker being invited to come again, and a collection 

being taken for the Branch. Mr. Joscelyne circulated literature. 
LONDON. 

On June 5 the Annual Meeting of the Unitarian A.V. Union 
took place at Caxton Hall, when the Rev. Dr. P. H. Wicksteed 
gave a most interesting address on ‘“‘ The Significance of the Trial 
of Dr. Hadwen.” After drawing a lesson therefrom, Dr. Wick- 
steed touched on Pasteurism and various other points, and his 
thoughtful address was evidently appreciated by the audience, 
which was the largest obtained by this Branch. The Rev. W. G. 
Topping presented the report, and the treasurer’s report was read 
by the Rev. Rowland Hill. A resolution was passed, expressing 
regret at the absence, through illness, of the hon. secretary, Miss 
Lucas. Mr. H. G. Chancellor also spoke. 

MANCHESTER. 

On June 11 a meeting of representatives was held in the Branch 
Rooms, Mr. :F. E. Cox, A‘M.I.C.E., presiding aire ices. 
Egerton and Mr. Middleton gave reports of the London meetings, 

NOTTINGHAM. 

The Notts Journal of June 6 reported the Annual Meeting of our 
local Branch, held the previous evening at the Nottingham 
Exchange. Mr. J. T. Perry took the chair. Mr. Fraser Hewes, 
in presenting the report, deplored the apathy of the Churches in 
regard to vivisection. His address was followed by general 
discussion. 

PRESTON. 

On May 18 a meeting was held in the Friargate Rooms, the Rev. 
A. O. Broadley presiding and speaking upon the practical work 
done by the British Union workers. 

Mrs. Ward gave an interesting review of the year’s work, and 
Mr. Higginson dealt with financial matters. Mr. Middleton 
spoke on “The Aim and Objects of the A.V. Movement.” 

) WORTHING. 

< On Tuesday, June 2, Mrs. Hartung addressed a gathering of 
members at the hon. secretary’s ‘At Home” on “Furs and Fea- 
thers.” She gave an exhaustive description of the cruelties of 
the trade, and launched a powerful indictment against those who, 
by wearing furs and feathers, are in reality responsible for them. 
Two ladies present undertook to cut up their furs and deposit 
them in the dustbin in accordance with the lecturer’s suggestion. 


Note—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection is the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 
Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle”’ given in this paper shows its steady and ceaseless activity. Most of its workers are volunteers, 


More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 


Publications of the British Union. 


SHORT SELECTED LIST, 


Write to Miss B. 


Class A.—For BEGINNERS. 
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A Sketch of the Vivisection Question, by J. Fraser Hewes 1d. 
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Dr. Hadwen, J.P. Ae ree 2d. 
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Poison Gas Experiments. 
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Failure of Vaccination Proved by Statistics. 
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The Vivisection Problem of To-day (1924). 
The Anti-Vivisection Position. 
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\ Reply to the Lecture of the Research Defence Society 1d. 
The Uselessness of Vivisection, by Prof. Lawson Tait... 3d. 
The Royal Commission’s Report, 1912 (reprinted from the 


Standard), by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. aa ae eee 
Antitoxin Treatment of Diphtheria, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. 2d. 
Tuberculosis and Cow’s Milk, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... 24. 
The New Tuberculin, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. F Beard ke 
Tuberculin as a Cattle Test, by Dr. Hadwen, J. P. pads 
Rae Fleas: a Discussion on Plague, by Dr. Hadwen, ; 
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Jennerism and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ont tip 
The Case against Vaccination, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... 1d. 
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Modern Medicine and the Miracles of Christ wat ee is 


A Vivisecticn Controversy 
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Antitoxin for Diphtheria. 
Malta Fever (The Maltese Muddle). 
Pasteur and Rabies. 
Vaccine for Distemper. 
The Field Distemper Fund. 
Research Defence Prevarications. 
Influenza and the Germ Theory. 
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Vaccines as Treatment. 


Insulin. 
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Branches and Federated Societies of the British Union. 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. W. 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Doris SEALy, 25, Foxcombe Road, 
Weston, Bath. . 

BEXHILL BRANCH—Hon. Sec., Mrs. HoLiinDALe, 27, Linden Road. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs.O_p. Hon. Sec., Miss H. EGAN, 
23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 


BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, CouNTESs DE RIVAS. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Crorton, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANSLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec, Miss E. OccLesHaw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEwirr. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Epbwarp REEVES, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A.,.D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mr. E. RusHton, 14, John Street. 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec. (Vacant). (For Hove, see below). 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.O.S.. 59, Ann Street, 
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THE 


“NEW DISCOVERIES.” 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


HE Yellow Press has been specially busy of 
late in boosting ‘‘New Discoveries’; other 
sections of journalism, from the sedate Times 
downwards, have caught the infection, and the 
wonders of Spahlinger’s serum and the marvellous nature 
of the “new Cancer Discovery”? have been shouted from 
the housetops. The smallpox scaremongering and the 
| smallpox challenge have served their purpose for the time 
|| being and are now ruthlessly cast aside for the new 
| sensations. 
| These latest “‘discoveries” will give way to something 
fresh directly they begin to grow stale, for, as inter- 
viewers and reporters continually tell us: ‘“‘ Mere argu- 
ments, scientific reasoning, or carefully planned criticisms, 
no matter how clever or convincing, are no good to us; 
We must have something new and sensational or it won’t 
be accepted in the editorial department, and it’s our 
business to ferret out what’s wanted.” Our enemies are 
more adept at providing these requirements than our- 
selves, consequently ‘hey get a Press where we fail to do 
so. And we must confess we enjoy the fun of the thing 


as long as it lasts; though we are sorry for the dupes on 
the one hand, and for the wasted time of the pressmen 
on the other. 

The curious part of the whole business is the very small 
amount of wheat that is required for mixing with the 
large quantity of chaff. The newspaper headlines com- 
pensate for all deficiencies in that respect; given an idea, 
it does not matter in the least what its value may be, 
the pressman can be trusted to make the most of it. 
““Romance”’ fills in all the gaps. For instance, we are 
told that Mr. Spahlinger has squandered his father’s 
fortune in keeping a big farmyard to assist him in exploit- 
ing ‘‘one soul-inspiring idea.” Dr. Gye “springs from 
humble origin’? to make “the greatest discovery for, 
perhaps, a century.” And Mr. Barnard, who “looks a 
typical business man,”’ is “‘the head of a firm of hatters,” 
and is given a free advertisement, because “science has 
been his main bent in life, ever since he could think 
intelligently.’’ From these materials a marvellous story 
is evolved which puts Alice in Wonderland into the shade. 

And when at last the whole thing is boiled down and 
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examined, one finds not only that nothing whatever has 
been discovered, but that there is nothing new about the 
“* discoveries.” 

Both Spahlinger and Dr. Gye are obsessed by “germs” 
—there is nothing new about that. The one believes a 
germ to be the cause of tuberculosis and the other believes 
a germ to be the cause of cancer—in both instances it is 
an old theory. Spahlinger admits, in his case, that the 
germ was found by somebody else, and he builds on this 
claim. Dr. Gye states that the discovery in his depart- 
ment has been made by himself—a claim similar to that 
which has been advanced by many a predecessor on 
precisely similar lines of animal experimentation. On the 
other hand, no less an authority than the Imperial Cancer 
Research Fund, besides many independent scientific 
investigators, have denied that a germ has anything to 
do with the origin of cancer. 

Spahlinger is occupied with finding “a cure.” Dr. 
Gye is occupied with finding ‘‘a cause.’’ The former 
keeps the secret of his ‘‘discovery’’ up his sleeve; the 
latter publishes all he knows, which does not amount to 
very much. Consequently both are very indefinite in 
their conclusions. 

Spahlinger is particularly indefinite. Five medical 
M.P.’s have paid him a visit, and have been greatly 
impressed—not with what they discovered, but with what 
the discoverer told them he had discovered. Spahlinger 
has since paid a return visit to the somewhat credulous 
medical M.P.’s at the House of Commons, and he evi- 
dently thinks it possible that he may be set up in another 
farmyard and that his bankrupt coffers may be replenished 
from the capacious purse of gullible John Bull. And he 
does not appear to be inclined to part with his sublime 
secret until his bankrupt condition has been reversed. 

So far as we can gather the Spahlinger serum must be a 
very weird concoction; it will probably turn out to be a 
sort of olla podrida composed of a mixture of the blood- 
serums of all sorts of animals into whose bodies have been 
injected the tubercle and its allied bacilli. The “‘ proof” 
of its value appears to lie in the argument which is put 
forward by every market-place quack, that certain patients 
got well after using it! But even this wonderful com- 
position does not appear to be “perfected” yet. And 


whether John Bull is going to be bamboozled into “ buy- . 


ing a pig in a poke”’ at the behest of gullible medical 
M.P.’s remains to be seen. 

But Dr. Gye’s “discovery”’ is of another order. There 
happen to be two schools of cancer “‘experts”’ (if any man 
can be called an “‘expert” in connection with a subject 
of which he knows little or nothing): the one declares 
cancer to be caused by a germ, and the other that it is due 
to irritation. Dr. Gye is out to please both parties. 
His “‘discovery”’ consists in the announcement that both 
schools are correct! He has discovered that a mysterious 
irritant prepares the way for the germ and the germ then 
romps in and does the business. It is simply another 
way of expressing the old Pasteurian pronouncement that 
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there must be a prior condition of degenerated tissue 
before the germ can perform its functions. 
repeatedly asked the question: ‘‘ What is that condition ?”’ 
without receiving any satisfactory answer. 

Dr. Gye thinks the irritant lies in the tissues themselves, 
but that the germ is an external force. Mr. Barnard, 
the hatter-scientist, fancies he has seen the germ through 
the lens of his microphotographic apparatus. 
as anything practical has been accomplished in relation 
to the human species, the only bit of evidence that I can 
find in support of the theory which the newspapers call 
a ‘‘revolution in science,”’ is, that a so-called ** human 
carcinoma virus’ was combined with a “‘fowl sarcoma 
specific’? and injected into mice and fowls respectively. 
In the mouse nothing resulted, but in the fowl there was 
induced, not a carcinoma (7.€., cancer) but—a sarcoma! 
Which was scarcely what was wanted! So the ‘“‘dis- 
coverers”’ will try again. That is the Alpha and Omega 
of the new sensation. 

It appears to me to be a shocking waste of valuable 
time and money, entailing horrible cruelty to vast num- 
bers of sentient animals with no practical result. If 
this is what is called a “‘discovery,”’ then the sooner the 
dictionary meaning of the term is reconsidered the better. 

Even if a new germ has been revealed through an extra- 
powerful microscope, Dr. Gye admits that it is one that is 
quite harmless by itself, which is a blow to the Germ 
Theory of Disease; and Dr. Blair Bell, who almost suc- 
ceeded in getting an accessory Press stunt on the ground 


of his own “‘fifteen years’ cancer work,” has suggested’ 


that it is probably widespread in healthy tissues! 

As far as I can see, there has not been the slightest ad- 
vance made toward the finding of a remedy for cancer, or 
even in accounting for its cause. Mr. Barnard, equally 
with Dr. Gye, has his mind obsessed by the germ theory of 
disease, for which neither could produce proof, nor in- 
deed do they make any attempt in that direction. They 
start upon an entirely false premise and take for granted 
the baseless and unproved fallacies of Pasteurism upon 
which to erect their spectacular theorising. This is not 
science, it is speculation and credulity. 

The net result of these “‘ discoveries” has been truly and 
succinctly expressed by Sir Berkeley Moynihan, who 
said, as reported in the Daily Mail of July 21, “ the achieve- 
ment of Dr. Gye and Mr. Barnard only meant increased 
opportunities for research.”” That is to say, more torture 
for the animals, but no gain for human beings, with the 
exception of the research workers. 

As for Spahlingerism, the whole thing is so absolutely 
silly that it is amazing that any medical men can be 
found ready to accept it. But medical men are not 
taught to think. Like Spahlinger, Dr. 
Barnard, they bow to “ Authority.” 

Newspapers all over the kingdom are now announcing 
another “‘Big Research Discovery” by Dr. Mervyn 
Gordon—how to kill the smallpox virus! We seem to 
remember that Jenner “‘ discovered” that long ago. | 
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E cordially thank those who 
have responded to our appeal 
for financial aid in placing upon 
the road propagandist motor 
vans, to take the place, largely, 
of shop campaigns, which 
depend upon the chances of 
empty shops and the caprice of 
landlords. A recent experience 
at Leeds, recorded in our 
Monthly Chronicle, confirms 
the necessity for independence, 
and as the van run by our 
Southern Federation of 
Branches has already made 
about 800 members, it is a matter of urgency that 
others should be rapidly put on the road. 

Will stay -at-home members, who could afford to 
send money, please remember that certain ofher 
members are willing to learn to drive, and will 
spend long, weary days standing outside a sta- 
tionary van, giving away literature and talking to 
inquirers ? 

If we get but a few more pounds, another van will 
probably be running soon after this appears in print; 
in any case, it is on order. But that will leave 
only the South and West country furnished with 
travelling anti-vivisectionist propaganda. What 
about the important North? We ought to have four 
vans at the very least. No money could be better 
spent than by providing them. 

The following donations have been received up 


to July 17: se 
Champlin, Mme. de die ti 290 Ue 0 
Fraser, Miss Agnes on ath 50 0 O 
Gibb, Miss .. #, 0 2 6 
Jones, Miss M. A. — 0-°5 6 
Linton, Mrs. ay dp ay 10 0 0O 
Singer, Mr. F. tee 
Sympathiser 0 2 6 
Tardif, Miss K. Be ay 1 0 0 
Previously acknowledged o 95 0 0 

Worthing Members—Miss K. A. 

Ansell, 5/-; Miss Annie 

7 Dyball, £1 1s. 0d.; Dr. Mabel 
Foley, 10/— = af ‘€ 116 0 
£161 7 6 


We have now one van “on the road” and another 
(for the South and Mid-Western District) on order. 
A vigorous effort is being made to provide a third 
in the North-Western Counties. We have received 


the following report from Manchester: 


Conference ve Motor Van Campaign.—Following upon the 
resolution adopted in London, our Manchester Branch has at once 
taken action to try to get a van, or vans, for Lancashire, Cheshire 
and North Wales. Announcements have appeared in the Man- 
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OUR APPEAL FOR THE VANS. 


chester papers, asking for £1,000 to purchase and equip vans. 
The advertisement so attracted several newspapers that they 
sent reporters to interview Mr. Middleton. The Manchester 
Guardian gave a good outline of the scheme, and the Manchester 
City News published a very good article on the matter. The Man- 
chester Dispatch, Evening News, Chronicle, and several Lancashire 
and Cheshire papers made references to it. 

A conference of Northern Branches has been held, convened 
by our Manchester Branch, and it is hoped to send out appeals very 
soon to all sympathisers. Money ought easily to be forthcoming 
for such a practical purpose, from our many friends in business and 
other circles. We do not wish to appeal to our regular supporters 
too much, for many of them are always most generous in assisting 
the Branch; it is those friends who have means and who remain 
outside the work, that we ask specially for help. 

Most encouraging letters of good will have been received from 
various sources, and we trust that ere this year closes, Manchester 
and District will have at least one British Union Humane Educa- 
tion Van on the Northern roads. 

The Conference took place on July 4 in the Memorial Hall, 
Manchester, representatives from several Northern Branches 
attending, our Liverpool friends especially being well repre- 
sented and enthusiastic. Supporters of humane education were 
also present and approved the scheme. Mr. Dorset presided. 
Mr. A. Middleton outlined the work and dealt with approximate 
costs, plan of campaign, etc. A Northern Federation was formed, 
and sub-committees to deal with details will be set up in due 
course. It was unanimously decided that, whilst specialising on 
vivisection, the van should also carry models of steel traps and 
other implements of cruelty, and supplies of general humane 
literature. On this understanding several substantial sums were 
promised by friends. 

Many representatives present expressed strong wishes that our 
Northern Secretary should take charge of the van if Manchester 
office duties and administrative work could be taken off his shoul- 
ders to some extent, by the re-arrangement of Northern work and 
the appointment of an assistant secretary, with the help of our 
splendid body of voluntary workers. It was, of course, recognised 
that the valuable work now being done by our Manchester office 
and secretary amongst teachers, parliamentary and municipal 
representatives and other bodies, the Press, etc., was too valuable 
to neglect. 


Che Southern Federation Van. 


Mr. Maurice Toms wrote during the early part of last 
month :— 

“The van work has resulted in the enrolment of nearly 750 new 
members since its commencement in May, 1924. During July 
and part of August the van will be working under the auspices of 
the Torquay Branch, after which it goes to the Isle of Wight. 
There are some vacant dates and Branches not too distant from 
Portsmouth (its headquarters) can have the use of the van on 
payment. Although the van is now the property of the Federa- 
tion, there are loans which have to be repaid to those who kindly 
advanced money to secure it. The Executive of the Federa- 
tion are anxious to discharge these debts and to accumulate a 
fund for the maintenance of the van and to extend the Federation’s 
work. Mrs. Eyre Heriot has been appointed Assistant Hon. 
Secretary.” 


The following letter, addressed to the Editor of the 
ABOLITIONIST, makes it appropriate that Mr. Maurice 
Toms should be the driver of our first motor van. We 
had forgotten the incident to which he alludes; the 
project of buying and maintaining a van having been 
duly considered by the Central Committee before the 
War, but rejected on account of the expense involved. 


A.-V. Motor Vans. | 


To the Editor of the ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 


SIR,— 

It may be of interest to note that, at the Council Meeting in 
1913, I moved a resolution (which was carried) on behalf of the 
I.W. Branch, asking the Central Committee to consider the pro- 
vision of a motor-van. Yours very truly, : 

A. Maurice Toms, 
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HOW TO ANSWER. 


(Continued from June.) 


E are able this month to con- 
clude our series of questions 
\ and answers, which will be 
\| published in booklet form in 
the course of a few weeks. 


(1)Q.—What has VAC- 
CINATION to do 
with vivisection ? 

A .—-Vaccine lymph is ob- 
tained by a very cruel 
process. A Cait “is 
strapped on a table, 
and as many as 120 

cuts are made in its abdomen. Into these cuts, 
matter taken from some unknown source (for its 
origin cannot now be traced) is rubbed. After 
eight days, during which the calf is fastened 
up so that it cannot lick or rub the seat of 
irritation, iron clamps are used to squeeze out 
the matter from the hundred odd sores. This, 
mixed with glycerine, is the calf lymph inserted 
into the human body. 


(2) Q.—Has not Vaccination got rid of smallpox? 
A .—Smallpox was very prevalent in the days before 


sanitation. So were typhus, plague and cholera. 
With the passing of the Health Acts in 1875 
and onwards, conditions improved so much in 
this country that those old scourges became no 
longer possible. Vaccination was made com- 
pulsory in 1854. The strictest Act enforcing it 
was passed in 1867. In 1871-2 there was a 
smallpox epidemic which caused the death of 
44,000 persons. Since the Conscience Clause 
enabled people to save their children from 
vaccination, the smallpox deaths have been 
negligible. Briefly put, the facts are these: 
(1) Smallpox was serious before vaccination, but so 
were other diseases which have been conquered 
without vaccination: (2) after vaccination, the 
greatest number of smallpox deaths occurred at 
the time when there were most vaccinations. 


(3) Q.—But, taking children only, is not the vac- 


cinated child safer against smallpox than 
the unvaccinated ? 


A.—No. In 1871-73, there were 14,929 smallpox 


deaths among children under 5 years of age. 
At that time over 90 per cent. were admittedly 
vaccinated: that is, every child was vaccinated, 
unless unfit and exempted by the doctor’s orders. 
Vaccination was compulsory, and there was no 
Conscience Clause. But even if the claim in 
regard to children were true, what does it matter 
which of two classes—children or adults—is 
more liable to smallpox deaths, seeing that there 
is now practically no mortality at all? 


(4) Q--Is not Smallpox now increasing, as the 


result of a neglect of vaccination ? 


A .—A mild, eruptive disorder, not in the least like 


the old-fashioned smallpox, prevails where there 
is great overcrowding, but it is nothing to be 
alarmed about. Influenza, measles and diph- 


theria cause thousands of deaths each year; scarlet 
fever still causes hundreds; but the smallpox 
deaths vary from one to 28—the latter number 
being a remarkably high one for recent years. 
Out of millions of people, this number is start- 
lingly small. The deaths either directly caused 
by, or associated with vaccination, are very 
much higher. 

(5) Q.—It is said that Smallpox used to be a disease 
of childhood, but is now a disease of adult 
life. Can you explain this ? 

A .—When sanitation was unknown, epidemics were 
wont to carry off the young children. With 
improved sanitation, the weaklings amongst the 
children were enabled to grow up. We thus got 
an adult race recruited by weaklings, who in 
their turn were “‘picked off’? when an epidemic 
came. The longer the period between epidemics, 
the larger was the ever-growing population of adult 
weaklings (i.e., those of several generations) ; 
whereas the children under five were only of | 
one generation. With time, however, the con- 
ditions ever improving, a hardier race grows up 
and things become more equalised. This is the © 
best explanation that can be offered; but in ~ 
some countries the age-incidence has shown — 
strange variations, according to local circum- — 
stances. The reduction of smallpox deaths — 
among the children cannot be explained by their , 
vaccination, since considerably less than half — 
are vaccinated. 4 

(6) Q.—What about Germany, Japan, the Philip- 
pines, and all the far ends of the earth? ; 

A .—Apply for literature, in which you will find all — 
these countries dealt with. None of them supply ~ 
any argument for vaccination, but the exact 
opposite. Do not, however, seek to draw a 
moral from a country which has no Registrar- © 
General’s statistics which can be checked. If — 
vaccination is good, we should be able to make 
out a case for it in our own country. | 


W. 
(1) 0.—What is the WASSERMANN TEST, used to 
detect the presence of Syphilis ? 

A —The liver of a human syphilitic embryo is dis- 
solved in water or alcohol. The serum of a 
guinea-pig’s blood is added; then a preparation 
of the blood of a rabbit into whose system the 
blood of a sheep has been injected. When this 
witches’ brew is complete, the blood of the 
patient is drawn and mixed with it, and it is 
claimed that if syphilis is present, a clumping 
of the germs (agglutination) will take place. 

(2) Q.—Is this test reliable? 

A.—No. Dr. H. Wansey Bayly wrote in the Medical 
Officer of August 14, 1920: “This test is not 
pathognomonic of syphilis, and is often contra- 
dictory, different results being obtained at | 
different laboratories, and on different occasions | 
at the same laboratory, without any intervening 
treatment.” 
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(3) Q.—Can you give an instance of this occurring? 
A.—The British Medical Journal of April 13, 1918, 
quoted Dr. J. S. Robertson, late house-surgeon 
of the London Lock Hospital, who gave more 
than one instance. He tells of a lady whose 
blood was sent in two different tubes and under 
different names to a well-known hospital. The 
tests were made by the same man on the same day ; 
the report was in one case negative and in the 
other positive. The reaction is obtained after 
scarlet fever and many other affections, as well 

as in syphilis. 

(1) Q.—Does not vivisection help our surgeons in 

the treatment of WOUNDS? 

A .—The open-air treatment seems the best for wounds. 
Florence Nightingale had experience of this, 
which she related in a letter to the Crown Princess 
of Prussia in 1866. But Lister’s antiseptic dress- 
ings drove her common-sense methods out of the 
field, and 50 years later, during the Great War, the 
discovery was made anew by thesurgeons. This is 
an instance of vivisectionist teaching keeping back 
the advance of surgery. 

(1) Q.—Did not Dr. GEORGE WILSON say some 

pointed things about vivisection ? 

A.—This distinguished doctor, who was Medical 
Officer of Health for Mid-Warwick, confessed the 
cruelty of inoculations so long ago as in 1892, at 
a meeting of the British Medical Association. 
He said :— 

“T have not allied myself with the anti-vivisec- 
tionists, but I accuse my profession of misleading 
the public as to the cruelties and horrors which are 
perpetrated on animal life. When it is said 
that the actual pain involved in these experiments 
is commonly of the most trifling description, 
there is a suppressio veri of the most palpable 
kind, which could only be accounted for at the 
time by ignorance of the actual facts. I admit 
that in the mere operation of injecting a virus, 
whether cultivated or not, there may be little 
or no pain, but the cruelty does not lie in the 
operation itself which is permitted to be per- 
formed without anesthetics, but in the after 
effects. Whether so-called toxins are injected 
under the skin, into the peritoneum, into the 
cranium under the dura mater, into the pleural 
cavity, into the veins, eyes or other organs— 
and all these methods are ruthlessly practised 
—there is the long-drawn-out agony. The 
animal so innocently operated on may have to 
live days, weeks or months, with no anesthetic 
to assuage its sufferings, and nothing but death 
to relieve.” 

(2) Q.—Does that statement apply to to-day? 

_ A.—Certainly. The Reports of the Medical Research 
Council give examples of these inoculation 
tortures, which are continuously going on, and 
the public pays for their performance. For 
instance, in Special Report Series No. 91, 
published in 1925 (price 3s. 6d. from His 
Majesty’s Stationery Office), we have a number 
of examples, showing how rabbits, guinea-pigs 
and kittens were inoculated or fed with germs 
and died of blood poisoning from six to eighteen 
days later. The experimenters admit that they 
looked “very ill.”” This method of killing animals 
by slow degrees can only be described as torture. 


(3) Q.—Was not Dr. Wilson placed on the last Royal 
Commission ? 

A .—Yes; and he disagreed so much with the Report 
of the others (no openly anti-vivisectionist doctor 
was placed on the Commission, although actual 
vivisectors were placed on it, so its conclusions 
were never in any doubt) that he wrote a long 
additional Report of hisown. In that, he stated 
that he had been much more impressed with the 
fallacies and failures which had been revealed 
than with the alleged successful results; he 
deplored the prominence given to vivisectionist 
teaching and the awards attaching to research 
scholarships, which led students to neglect and 
discount the value of work at the bedside, and he 
pointed out that “the distinguished physician, 
with his unrivalled clinical experience, and his 
intimate knowledge of disease, is being gradually 
ousted from the treatment of cases for which 
vaccine therapy is deemed essential, by the 
bacteriologist, who has little or no experience 
of disease except what he can induce in animals.” 

Sir James Mackenzie was evidently of the same 
opinion as Dr. Wilson; he declared (Times, 
September 8, 1921), that the future of medical 
research lay chiefly with the general practitioner. 

vo 


(1) Q—Has not YELLOW FEVER been conquered 
by experiments on animals? 

A.—Sir William Osler told the Royal Commission 
that the discovery of the conveyance of yellow 
fever by mosquitoes was not due to experiments 
on animals (Q. 16697-700). Apes are the only 
animals that can be infected with yellow fever, 
and there were no apes in the districts affected. 

(2) Q.—But did not Mr. Stephen Paget quote remark - 
able instances of the triumph of a yellow fever 


serum, in his book “Experiments on 
Animals” ? 
A.—He did; he described how it had suddenly 


checked the fever, which was raging in a certain 
prison, and caused an absolute stoppage of the 
cases, although the fever continued to rage 
outside the prison. Unfortunately, this serum 
was produced through a germ which was after- 
wards discredited, so Mr. Paget, in the next 
edition of his book, withdrew the story. One 
wonders why, if it were true! The scientific 
discovery that a serum made from the wrong germ 
will work wonders is surely of value? 

(3) Q.—Had Sir William Osler anything to say to the 
Royal Commission about this? 

A.—Yes. He said, “I do not think anybody places 
much reliance on that.’ He was then asked: 
“Then if the bacillus of Sanarelli stood in no 
relation to the cause of yellow fever, I apprehend 
that this argument of a protective serum falls 
to the ground?” He replied “Entirely. I 
think it is not used at all” (Q. 16615). 

Z 


(1) Q.—What conquers ZYMOTIC Diseases ? 

A .—Sanitation alone. It will be found that all the 
zymotic diseases—that is, fevers of an epidemic 
nature—are on the decrease in civilised countries, 
although most of them are treated without 
inoculation. The worst have been banished 
altogether. On the other hand, diseases like 
cancer, diabetes, syphilis, and nervous disorders, 
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which are not of the zymotic order, and for which 
vivisection is carried on extensively, have either 
remained stationary or shown a tendency to 
increase. 

(1) Q.—As an aid to ZOOLOGY, and to treat animals’ 
diseases, do you not approve of vivisection? 
The animals themselves here stand to 
benefit. 

A .—Nothing but hopeless sentimentality and lack of 
logic could lead to such a question. 
vivisectionists are not inspired only by love of 
animals; we do not prefer animals to human 
beings; and it makes no difference to us whether 
the creatures supposed to benefit by this cruel 


We anti- | 
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practice are animal or human. We say that 
long-drawn-out suffering ought not to be in- 
flicted on one for the benefit of another. If to 
torture a dog on the problematical chance of 
saving a human life is, as we claim, morally 
wrong, although the human being is of a higher 
order than the dog, it must clearly, if the question 
of comparative values comes in at all, be even 
worse to torture one animal for the possible 
benefit of another which is not of a higher 
development. Justice is due to the individual; 
it is the individual that suffers. No cruelty can 
be made justifiable by sophistry, and as Cicero 
said, “‘No cruelty is useful.” 


Ghe Vaccination Challenge a ‘‘ Pake.”’ 


‘challenge’? of Dr. Lyster, who 
undertook to provide 24 recently 
vaccinated doctors and medical 
students, who would live in close 
contact with a person suffering 
from smallpox if and when such 
a person could be found, provided 


to do the same. We pointed out 
the obvious difficulties of the scheme, and agreed with 
some of the more reasonable of our opponents that no 
practical lesson would be learnt thereby. 

However, the challenge, foolish as it was, appears to 
have been accepted in the most straightforward way by 
Mr. James Thomson, Principal of the Edinburgh School 
of Natural Therapeutics, with a highly illuminating 
result. The challenger—who had not the courtesy to 
address his challenge to anybody, but threw it out on the 
very appropriate occasion of one of the private meetings 
of the Research Defence Society, and allowed it to be 
broadcast in the Press— 
has entirely ignored the ac- 
ceptance! 

We append copy of the 
letter which Mr. Thomson, 
after fruitless endeavours to 
bring Dr. Lyster to honour 
his own challenge, was 
compelled to send to his 24 
volunteers. 


THE VACCINATION “CHAL- 
LENGE” (?) 
DEAR SIR,— : 

Three weeks have now elapsed 
since I accepted the much ad- 
vertised ‘“‘challenge” of Dr. 
Lyster which was followed by 
your magnificent offer of help. 
In spite of repeated requests it 
appears to be impossible to get 
any response to letters. Silence, 
expressive and complete, has 
descended upon our erstwhile 
noisy and abusive opponents. 

I appreciate deeply your very 
generous spirit in offering to be- 
come one of our volunteers. Like 
you I took this so-called chal- 
lenge as a serious desire to get at 
facts, and was willing to sacrifice 
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skin. It’s only another busted stunt.” 


E drew attention last month to the | 


that 24 unvaccinated persons agreed | 
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Tue Doctor: “Dear me—this is very unexpected. I’m off.” 
Tue Newspaper: “It doesn’t affect me in the slightest—I’ve got a very thick 


personal convenience and business for an indefinite time to uphold 
our principles. 

However, it becomes more and more apparent that the vaccinators 
were out for mere vulgar propaganda. As Tyuth has expressed it: 
“Tt is in the nature of a bluff.” 

From the vaccinator’s point of view it has been, no doubt, 
a popular and satisfactory effort. Hundreds of thousands of 
people throughout Great Britain are now convinced that a challenge 
was made by the vaccinators and ignored by the anti-vaccinists. 
For days after the offer was accepted the headlines and bills of 
the Daily Mail and similar papers unblushingly stated: “Anti- 
vaccinists still silent.” A little later, when their hand was forced 
by outside newspapers publishing our acceptance, the Daily Mail 
and the vaccinators’ ring shut down and have since remained silent. 

This lack of moral courage on the part of the vaccinators’ 
champions is as disappointing to me as it must be to you. Even 
their own followers who know the facts must now have a consider- 
able doubt in their minds. 

We grant that such a test would not have been in any sense a 
scientific solution to the question, but what a cry of exultation 
would have gone up had we failed to accept this challenge! How 
their eagerness would have grown and multiplied! How un- 
bounded their delight had we, after acceptance, refused to answer 
letters on the subject! The whole world would have rung with 
our failure. 

This nauseating hypocrisy about “seriously challenging anti- 
vaccinators to come forward,” 
followed by abuse and scurrilous 


liefs: calling us “ infernal hum- 
bugs” (see Daily Mail, June 15) 
and then—silence when the truth 
is published from the outside, 
All this will take considerable 
explanation in future when the 
comparative sincerity of the two 
parties is in question. 

For our part we must try to 
realise that our efforts have not 
been entirely lost. We have 
shown our opponents the enor- 
mous backing we possess amongst 
the keenest thinkers of the land. 

I am sorry that this affair 
has terminated so unsatisfac- 
torily, and that I must now re- 
gretfully take this opportunity 
to release you from your offer, 
but I feel it would be unfair to 
keep you longer in suspense. 
You will realise that whilst our 
opponents sulk I am powerless. 

In future we shall know 
the value of their “serious chal- 
lenges.” 

Gratefully yours, 


Jas. C. THomson, 
D.O., F.N.C.A. 
July 6, 1925. 
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A HOPEFUL VIEW OF DISEASE. 


MAJOR AUSTIN’S SPEECH AT CAXTON HALL ON JUNE 25, 1925. 


} THE Annual Members’ 

Meeting, which, by 
the rules of the British 
Union, has to follow 
the Council Meeting 
within a month, Major 
fe hee? Avastin, 
MMA Utes eisl sank x, 
was the speaker. <A 
request having been 
made at the meeting 
that his remarks should 
be published, we have 


not quite so full as usual, owing to the proximity of the 
dates of the two meetings and the absence of many on 
holiday. Dr. Hadwen took the chair, and his lucid 
explanation of the cancer problem, following Major 
Austin’s illuminating address, contributed towards mak- 
ing the meeting one of the most interesting and instructive 
ever held. The proceedings opened with the presenta- 
tion of the Report for adoption, by the President. Mr. 
G. C. Cope having seconded, the Report was adopted 
and Major Austin was called upon. 
MAJOR AUSTIN’S SPEECH. 

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,— 

In my address to you this afternoon, I propose to deal 
with the true significance and purpose of acute diseases, 
because all vivisectionists, and the majority of anti- 
vivisectionists, have very erroneous ideas on the subject. 

If we can succeed in making people see that there is a 
purpose for acute diseases, the whole case for vivi- 
section falls to the ground, and we can confidently answer 
the charge so frequently brought against us, that we anti- 
Vivisectionists have nothing but rigged statistics and 
sentiment to offer in place of animal experiments for 
fighting and curing disease. 

To talk about “‘rigged statistics and sentiment” is, 
of course, playing to the gallery. Most people believe 
Dr. Hadwen’s figures are cooked, and few have any 
regard for the sufferings of laboratory animals. 

THE BODY A SELF-REGULATING MACHINE. 

The living human body is a wonderful, self-regulating, 
self-cleansing, and self-repairing machine, run by a 
mysterious force which always makes for wholeness and 
perfect health, and it is because of this fact. we can 
‘apparently withstand so much, and yet live. 

If we pull out some hairs, it is not a matter of surprise 
to us that new hairs grow in their place. If we tear off 
a bit of skin, we do not expect to go without skin in that 
part of the body for the rest of our days. If we break a 
bone, we know that the fragments will become firmly 
united again. Jven when ill with a severe cold, influenza 
or some other acute ailment, we expect to get well if 
properly nursed and otherwise cared for. 

This mysterious force in the human body endeavours 
to take in and use what is beneficial to the body’s welfare, 
‘and reject or eliminate what is harmful. Any substance 
that cannot be utilised by the body—such as waste matter 


| 
much pleasure in re- 
producing them verbatim. 
The attendance was large, though the hall was perhaps 


from the cells, unwanted food, vaccines, serums and 
drugs—is harmful matter. 

Waste substances from the cells are, of course, one of 
the natural results of the process of living. And they 
clog and poison the body unless carried out of the system 
by the lungs, skin, bowels and kidneys. There is no 
necessity, however, for man to add to the clogging and 
poisonous matter—with unwanted food, stale air, vaccines, 
serums, drugs and wrong carriage of the body. Some- 
thing disagreeable is going to happen if he does. 

RETAINED IMPURITIES CAUSE DISEASE. 

Now, when the natural channels of elimination—skin, 
lungs, kidneys and bowels—are over-burdened by work, 
waste and other harmful products are either retained in 
the cells and tissues of the body, giving rise to stiffness, 
pain, paralysis or other discomforts, or the impurities 
seek an outlet in fevers, discharges, nasal catarrh or 
phlegm, skin eruptions, ulcers, boils, abscesses and so forth. 

ONENESS OF DISEASE. 

Since these symptoms are but an expression of the 
various modes of cleansing the system, adopted by Nature 
in her efforts to rid the body of the corrupt matter that it 
contains, it is obvious that—apart from mechanical 
injuries—there can only be one disease in the world, 
and not hundreds, as most of us believe. 

And that one disease consists of deposits of morbid 
or irritating impurities, the special ailments being pro- 
duced in the particular place where this matter happens 
to be deposited. 

Germs certainly cannot be the primary cause of disease, 
for they can only flourish in effete organic matter—not 
healthy blood and tissue. And Pasteur himself admitted 
as much, for he said, “‘In a state of health, the body is 
closed against germ diseases.” 

ACUTE DISEASES BODY PURIFIERS. 

An acute illness, such as influenza, smallpox, 
diphtheria, etc., is a vigorous effort of the body to restore 
health; whilst a chronic disease—such as _ neuritis, 
arthritis, sciatica and so forth—is a prolonged and sub- 
dued ailment, in which the power of the body to cure 
itself has become so depleted that acute manifestations 
are not possible. Acute diseases are really, then, body 
purifiers. They cleanse it and lengthen life. Indeed, 
the re-established health 1s often at a level considerably 
above that obtaining before the illness. This sane view 
of the nature of acute diseases is made clear in The Works 
of Thomas Sydenham, M.D., a distinguished physician 
known throughout the world as the English Hippocrates. 

SMALLPOX—A BODY RENOVATOR. 

Amongst much other evidence in the support of the 
truth of his belief, Sydenham brings forth the following 
facts about smallpox :— 

‘“‘T have seen persons not deeply marked, nor yet deformed by 
the pock marks, but yet changed in the whole character of their 
features, lineaments, and bodily frame. This looks as if the 


intervention of the smallpox had effected that full and perfect 
renovation which Nature designed.” 


The following extract from the Gentleman’s Magazine 
of July, 1790, is also of interest, for it clearly shows that 
Nature was a much better doctor than the “regular”’ 
physicians of the eighteenth century :— 

‘‘When the town of Blandford was burnt down in the year 1731, 
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many persons in the smallpox took refuge under the arches 
of the bridge on each side of the river, all of whom recovered 
without any bad symptoms, though the disease had proved fatal 
to great numbers of those who had been shut up in their houses 
before the fire broke out.” 

In view of the periodical scaremongering of the Press 
to-day, to boost that dying superstition—vaccination— 
I must give one more quotation from Sydenham, regarding 
smallpox :— 

‘Tf no mischief be done either by physician or nurse, it (smallpox) 
is the most slight and safe of all diseases.” 

A CASE OF CONFLUENT SMALLPOX. 

From my own experience I can give an instance of the 
excellent renovating effects of smallpox when rationally 
cared for. A private of the Royal Scots, a weedy, feeble 
specimen of humanity, who was constantly “going sick,” 
took no interest in physical culture or games, and did little 
or no duty in the regiment, was admitted to my hospital 
with smallpox eruption all over the body. 

I had the man placed in the isolation block of my 
hospital, and took medical charge of the case myself. 
It was the worst case of confluent smallpox I had ever seen. 
And other medical officers who saw the patient with me 
from time to time, said he was certain to die. But I 
was pretty sure he would do nothing of the kind, as I was 
not handicapping his chances of recovery by feeding or 
drugs, and elimination was assisted by packs and baths. 

For the first 14 days of his illness, water and dilute 
fruit juice was all the feeding he got “to keep up his 
strength.”” Three months after leaving hospital, not a 
mark was to be found on his face or body. The improve- 
ment in his physique and health was wonderful. He had 
become a keen soldier, took great interest in physical 
culture, exercises and games, and when I left Burma in 
1921, he was one of the boxing champions of the regiment. 


NONSENSE OF “SUDDEN ATTACK” THEORY. 

Since disease, as such, is not an entity or thing, but a 
condition or state, determined or kept up by the presence 
within the body of impurities of various kinds, which the 
organism must eliminate before it can return to a condi- 
tion of health, it is obvious that the popular idea that one 
can be attacked by influenza, tuberculosis, smallpox and 
so forth, is frank nonsense. 


SYMPTOMS MAINLY AN EFFORT OF CURE. 

The symptoms we see are a summing up of processes of 
accumulation that have been going on within the body 
for some time, just how long we do not know. In the 
main, as already explained, they are Nature’s efforts to 
repair damage and remove impurities from the system. 

Fever is a natural process of burning up of impurities 
in the blood. Pain denotes the presence of some abnormal 
condition, or morbific agent within the body. 

Nasal catarrh, sneezing, coughing, sweating, vomiting 
and diarrhcea, are one and all attempts of the body to 
rid itself of morbid material. 


FOOD A POISON IN ACUTE DISEASES. 

Lack of appetite is Nature’s way of telling us not to 
put nourishment into the body, because it cannot be 
digested, and would undergo harmful fermentative and 
putrefactive changes, the products of which would still 
further poison the body and retard recovery. All animals, 
except the two-legged animal—man—avoid taking nour- 
ishment when actuely sick or indisposed. How the 
other animals must laugh whenever they hear the lords of 
creation referred to as Homo Sapiens! 

The weakness that is present in disease is a manifesta- 
tion of the encumberment of the system by impurities 
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of various kinds, and the strength of the individual can 
only return when they have been eliminated from the 
body. 

The wasted bodies of those who have been fed—naturally 
or artificially—during acute illness, should be clear 
evidence to those who have eyes to see, that the milk, 
beef tea, egg flips and other forms of nourishment’ given, 
could not have been digested, let alone assimilated. 

In all these cases the patient has absorbed his own 
tissues to provide the nourishment he required. 

As the late Dr. Dewey truly said in his book, The True 
Science of Living :— 

“To waste away and die from lack of food is not a matter of 


days, but probably of weeks. It is certainly a period far beyond 
the average time of recovery from acute diseases.” 


SEQUELA OF SUPPRESSED SYMPTOMS. 

But most of us look upon the phenomena of disease as 
purposeless, profitless, and wantonly distressful, con- 
sequently they must be suppressed. Pain and fever 
must be abolished. Cough must cease. Vomiting must 
be stopped. Distaste for food must be overcome. And so 
forth. 

Doctoring or soothing these symptoms of disease which 
are mistaken for the cause is attempting to cure a “‘curing”’ 
process. 

Is it any wonder then, that people so often die of 
disease, instead of old age? 

Even if a patient does not die outright, but makes a 
so-called recovery, after measures were taken for relieving 
or suppressing symptoms, some form of chronic ill-health 
is a frequent result. Many a chronic disorder can be 
traced back to “‘flu,’? pneumonia, diphtheria or some 
other severely acute disease that has been “‘cured”’ by 
drugs, vaccines, serums, or feeding to “keep up the 
strength.” 

EXAMPLES OF AFTER EFFECTS. 

Encephalitis lethargica (sleepy sickness) following 
influenza, and post influenza debility are excellent 
instances of the “‘after effects” of being “‘cured” by 
conventional means. Diphtheritic paralysis following 
antitoxin treatment is another example. Bosanquet and 
Eyre, in their well-known book Toxins, Serums and 
Vaccines, say :— 

“There is reason to believe that since the introduction of anti- 
toxin, the percentage of cases which suffer from paralysis after 
diphtheria has definitely increased.” 

Yet we were told at Dr. Hadwen’s trial antitoxin can do 
no harm. 
DISEASE PER SE NOT DESIRABLE. 

Now, lest there should be any misunderstanding, let 
me explain that although acute disease has been extolled 
as a curative, health-restoring process, that does not 
mean that disease for’ its own sake is desirable. The 
point I have been striving to make clear is, that the most 
foolish, not to say dangerous, thing we can possibly do 
is to try and prevent or suppress the symptoms of disease 
whilst the underlying cause remains. What we should 
fight, or strive to overcome, are our habits of life and 
insanitary surroundings which make disease possible. 

NO INCURABLE DISEASES. 

For years medical men who practise on Naturopathic 
lines, or “drugless healers’’ as they are called in America, 
have been proving that every disease, no matter what its 
trade name, is curable by water treatments—packs and 
baths—proper attention to diet, massage, exercise and 
correct posture, and in some cases, surgical help. There 
is no such thing as an incurable disease, though there are 
cases which cannot recover, either because vital structures 
have been destroyed, or the patient has been so frightened 
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and otherwise mismanaged before coming under proper 
care, that he or she is unable to stage ‘‘a come back.” 

Even hereditary diseases—such as epilepsy, various 
forms of insanity, dipsomania, gout and obesity—are all 
curable when properly managed. Heredity only means 
that we are born with a predisposition, bias, or tendency 
towards some particular disease. But that disease 
cannot be developed or brought to maturity except through 
cultivating wrong habits of life. 


SCAREMONGERING. 

“Getting the wind up” is, undoubtedly, a great factor 
both in the causation of disease, and prevention of recovery. 
Hydrophobia is an excellent example of the truth of 
this statement. When I was in charge of the Followers’ 
Hospital in Kasauli, India, 20 men died from hydro- 
phobia, every one of whom had received antirabic treat- 
ment at the Pasteur Institute within ten days of being 
bitten, whilst some of the men came under treatment 
as early as 48 hours after being bitten. Terror, 
undoubtedly, had much to do with the causation of the 
disease, for they expected they would develop rabies as 
the dogs that had bitten them were “very mad.” 

In plague we have another instance of fear preventing 
recovery. Eight of my native servants in Poona 
developed plague. All of them, except one, a syce or 
native groom, before going to hospital said they would 
die. The syce said, “Sahib, I coming back to you.” 
He was the only one of my servants who recovered. 

Confidence in “‘the power within us” is a great aid to 
health and long life, and I am quite certain that those who 
possess this confidence, and adopt a reasonable mode of 
living, would not develop so-called contagious and 
infective diseases. In all epidemics most of the disease 
is psychological, a frenzy of fear fostered by the medical 
profession, who ought to know that fear is to be feared 
more than any disease. 

But doctors are not the only people to blame for the 
erroneous ideas about health and disease which are so 
prevalent to-day. Numbers of the general public dislike 
intensely to be told the truth, that they are themselves 
to blame for their troubles, and should their medical 
adviser indulge in a little plain speaking and recom- 
mend fasting, the two-meal-a-day plan of living, system- 
atised exercises for the correction of improper carriage of 
the body, or some other thing requiring self-denial or 
conscious control, many persons do not hesitate to change 
their doctor. 

These are the people who drift into the class of so-called 
incurables, and not a few of them leave their money to 
the Research Defence Society, Imperial Cancer Fund, or 
other vivisectional organisations. It would seem that 
because their own lives have not been happy, they see no 
reason why others should be happy, so they make a hell 
‘upon earth for poor defenceless animals. 


HEALTH SCHOOLS. 
But in America those private practitioners, who are 
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out for teaching their patients the real philosophy of | 


health, have as their allies hospitals and clinics, called 
“Schools of Health,” and the oldest and best known is 
that run by Dr. Tilden, at Denver, Colorado. Dr. 
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Tilden is well over 70 years of age, but, like our septua- 
genarian President, Dr. Hadwen, he is still full of youth- 
ful energy and enthusiasm for his work. 

In these schools, every form of disease—no matter in 
what organ it chiefly expresses itself—is successfully 
treated, although there are no such exalted personages as 
brain, heart, lung, stomach, bowel, liver, kidney, uterine, 
ovarian, or skin specialists on the staff, only general 
practitioners, ordinary qualified medical men. When 
the physicians consider an operation is necessary, dentists 
and surgeons—men requiring particular training and 
skill, to practise their art with success—are called. The 
decision as to the necessity for an operation rests with the 
physicians—not the surgeons. 

In Dr. Tilden’s school, it is explained to patients that 
all diseases may be likened to a string of beads, the 
string representing the true disease—impure matter in 
the system—and the various so-called diseases, which are 
called affections, being represented by the beads. Break 
the cord, and the beads are lost. In other words, correct 
the habits of life which are the cause of retained impurities, 
and the affections subside. 

Naturally, people who have been treated at these health 
schools soon get rid of the childish idea that disease can 
be prevented or cured without giving up our bad habits. 
And they become strong opponents to laboratory research 
with all its disgusting, cruel, and worthless experiments. 

I am strongly of opinion that the establishment of 
schools of health in England is the truest way of further- 
ing the anti-vivisection cause in this country, a cause 
which we all have so dearly at heart. 

In bringing my remarks to a conclusion, I would like 
to bring to your notice an interesting book, called For- 
bidden Theories, written by Mrs. C. P. Kingsford—a 
member of the British Union, from which it can be 
obtained—and published by C. W. Daniel & Co., price 
4s.6d. The book is a very readable story, and is a clever 
exposure of futile research methods. It also deals with 
the question of establishing hospitals for the rational 
prevention and treatment of disease. 


FOLLOWING THE ADDRESS. 


Several questions were asked and answered, and Miss 
Yandell announced that she was quite prepared to give 
£1,000 if a hospital such as that suggested by Major 
Austin could be established. She would like to link it 
with Dr. Hadwen’s name. She was thanked for her 
generous offer, and the President said such a scheme was 
well worth considering, although he did not feel that 
he would have time to give it personal supervision. 

Tea was then served, Mrs. Keith Mackenzie, Mrs. 
Pater, Miss F. M. Kidd and others assisting. Meanwhile, 
through the kindness of Mrs. Hayburn, a member of the 
Committee, a wireless entertainment was given. Unfor- 
tunately, the London programme for the afternoon 
happened to be not the most suitable, and, the speeches 
having occupied more time than had been anticipated, 
the short musical selections soon came to a close; but 
the necessary feature of change and cheerfulness introduced 
thereby helped to promote that sociability which is a 
feature of our members’ gatherings. 


&——= % 
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The EFFECT of HYPHENATION on SMALLPOX. 


A Satire. 


By OUR MEDICAL 


CORRESPONDENT. 


SHORT time ago you permitted me to tell 
your readers of the tragedv of young 


this unfortunate young man wrecked 
his brain and his career in a self- 
sacrificing attempt to find a link 
between the diseases of sheep and 
the diseases of men. I am now 


returning to work. He has been advised, however, that 
scientific research might bring about a return of his 
complaint—at the same time light, congenial occupation 


was strongly recommended. He has turned his attention | 


therefore to health statistics, and already the signs of his 
genius can be seen in his discoveries. 
important are his statistics showing 
the immunity from smallpox due to 
hyphenation. 

Many a true word is spoken in 
jest. An epoch-making discovery 
may arise from a chance remark or 
conversation. What would have 
happened to the world if Jenner 
had for any reason not conversed 
with those dairymaids? We shudder 
at the thought! (But perhaps these 
things are decreed. Bishop Headless 
would probably attribute it to the 
guidance of Providence in accord- 
ance with God’s holy medical laws.) 

It would seem that, when dining 
with the Fitzroy-Smith-Cavendish’s, 
Jenwright mentioned this revival 
of smallpox, which now casts such 
a dark and sinister cloud over our 
national life. Young George 
Fitzroy-Smith-Cavendish stated, in 
his frivolous manner, that smallpox 
did not worry him, and added 
‘““Whoever heard of a_ Fitzroy- 
Smith-Cavendish getting the small- 
pox?” 


i 
Ht 
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Jenwright. You will remember how | 


glad to chronicle happier news. | 
He has made such progress as will permit of his again | 


Perhaps the most | 
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Jenwright (whose sense of humour is somewhat deficient) | 


took this remark seriously. He thought it over for the 
next day or two and then made a thorough investigation 
of the history of the Fitzroy-Smith-Cavendish family. 


_ This remarkable fact came to light—not a single Fitzroy- — 
Smith-Cavendish had ever died of smallpox; and there | 
was no evidence that there had ever even been a case of | 


the disease in the family. 


I will not weary you with a detailed account of Jen- | 


wright’s investigations. It was not long before his alert 
mind was able to connect cause and effect. Who knows 
how genius works? Perhaps it was a flash of inspiration 
—-perhaps the result of prolonged concentration. We 
are concerned with results. 

Jenwright was led to look into the medical history of 
all families bearing hyphenated names. Instances of 


| double hyphenation are rare, but Jenwright soon found 


that the single hyphen was almost, if not quite, as pro- 
tective. He is now applying this new-found knowledge 
to particular epidemics. He has already investigated 
more than 30 epidemics with results entirely consistent 


| with his theory. He has given me permission to publish 


a selection of these figures :— 


WARCHESTER EPIDEMIC, 1865. 
Doubly hyphenated. Hyphenated. Unhyphenated. 
aoe 2 240 


Cases 
Deaths ate tags? 0 40 
Fatality rate .. 0% 0% 163% 


BIGTOWN HOSPITAL, 1890. 
Doubly Hyphenated. Hyphenated. Unhyphenated. 
ane 3* 1700 


Cases 
Deaths sere al 0 425 
Fatality rate .. 0% 0% 25% 


* Including a Hopkinson-Brown 
hyphenation probably too recent. 


LLANFIFAIRFECCAN EPIDEMIC, 
1 


911. 
Doubly Un- 
Hyphen- Hyphen- hyphen- 
ated. ated. ated. 
Cases 1 16 2 
Deaths 0 4 ] 
Fatality 
rate 0% 25% 50% 


In order that he should not be 
accused of withholding the least 
favourable evidence, Jenwright 
particularly asked me to select 
the Llanfifairfeccan epidemic for 
publication. Even here it will be 
noted that the fatality rate favours 
the hyphenated. It is also only 
fair to state that most of the 
hyphenated cases, and all _ the 
hyphenated deaths, occurred in a 
family named Rees-Jones, and 
careful inquiries are bringing to 
light the remarkable fact that 
this family is really a family of 
Joneses, and the Rees is not part 
of their name but was added by 
their neighbours, for convenience, about 20 years ago. 
This table should, therefore, read :— 


Doubly Doubtfully 
Hyphenated. Hyphenated. Hyphenated. Unhyphenated 
Cases i 4 12 2 
Deaths 0 0 4 1 
Fatality rate 0% Os 834% 50% 


* An Owen-Rees-Jones—investigations proceeding. 

It would seem that even spurious or doubtful hyphena- — 
tion affords some measure of protection. 

I hope to be able to keep you in touch with the work 

of Jenwright. The world will one day acknowledge his — 

genius. 


SCHOOL .—Bradley Court School, Mitcheldean, Glos. (Founded 
1887.) General education combined with outdoor work. Special 
care backward and delicate boys. Colonial and agricultural 
training. Headmaster—R. E. ABBOTT. 
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Jumble Sales. 

After our last Jumble Sale, we suggested that we might 
possibly hold another in 1925. Alas! circumstances 
have rendered this impossible. The fact is, with the 
growth of our work and the consequent necessity of an 
enormous amount of space for our literature, we have not 
room in our offices to store the accumulation of parcels 
which a jumble sale entails. We wish, however, to 
inform our readers that isolated parcels of half-worn 
clothing are always acceptable, because (1) there is gen- 
erally a Branch Sale to which such could be sent; and 
(2) we can sell such articles privately—in fact, a large 
number of the articles sent for jumble sales on previous 
occasions were so disposed of. Therefore, we shall be 


glad of any opportunity of adding to the funds for work 
_by disposing of clothing which our friends want to get 


rid of. 
The English Review. 


In the July issue of the English Review appears an 
admirable article on “‘Smallpox and Vaccination,” by 
Dr. Hadwen, this being a reply to an article which ap- 


peared the previous month. 


Boys Steal Animal Victims. 

The newspapers reported on July 19 and 20 that a 
number of boys had raided a detached building in the 
grounds of St. Thomas’ Hospital, where experimental 


animals are kept. They made away with nine white 
-mice, and we hope these little victims have gone to a 
happier life than that for which they were being reserved 
in the laboratory. They also released animals “‘ infected 
with different diseases,’ and allowed them to run about 
the floor, the consequent mixing up of the specimens 
undoing a great deal of the vivisector’s work, for which 
we are only sorry because it will be repeated upon other 
guinea-pigs and mice. 


Toxin Antitoxin Forbidden. 

A Vienna cable to the Christian Science Monitor, June 
30, 1925, contains the announcement that the Minister 
of Social Welfare has issued a decree forbidding the use 
of toxin antitoxin as an inoculation against diphtheria. 
The decree is an inner departmental one, based on a 
report of Professor Pirquet, and was sent to the Sero- 
therapeutic Institute of Vienna. It is a strange anomaly 
that while one Government forbids a treatment of this 
‘kind on account of its danger, other Governments do all 
‘they can to encourage its use. 

Our own Ministry of Health is much to be feared in 
‘this direction, but we are glad to note that the L.C.C. 
has decided against the use of the test for London school 
children. 


‘Spahlinger. 

A very determined effort is being made to secure 
recognition and financial assistance for M. Spahlinger, 
whose treatment for consumption is obviously as ridiculous 
as it is cruel. He will not reveal the secret of its manu- 
facture, a fact which seems to have created some suspicion 
‘in official circles, but it is known that it necessitates the 
use of many horses, and the statement has been made 
that it involves the culture of 22 different germs, and 
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their inoculation into different animals. M. Spahlinger 
is represented as having used up all his fortune in his 
researches, and he is now in financial difficulties, though 
he appears to make himself at home in expensive hotels. 

His refusal to part with his secret for a fabulous sum 
seems to us to suggest that he wants more, and not, as 
the newspapers represent, that he is afraid of his “‘ remedy” 
not being made available for the poorer classes. The 
manufacturing chemists who want to purchase it would 
certainly turn out enough to bring it within the reach of 
most people, and even if they did not, the municipal 
authorities would probably step in with public endow- 
ment, as they do in the case of antitoxin, if it were proved 
a success. 

The latest advertising boom has consisted in the visit 
of five British medical M.P.’s to Spahlinger’s laboratory 
in Switzerland. They have returned with a glowing 
account of what they saw. Spahlinger must indeed be 
a wonder-worker, for after we have been regaled with the 
pitiful story of how he had to part with his “valuable 
horses,’? we are assured that the serum is still effective, 
although it is only made of seven germs instead of 22! 
However, M. Spahlinger has not gone altogether without 


criticism. The following letter appeared in the Morning 
Post of July 4:— 
“SPAHLINGER” TREATMENT FOR CONSUMPTION. 


THE SO-CALLED CURE. 
To the Editor of the “Morning Post.” 

Sir,—TI noticed in your issue of June 30 that two doctors, members 
of the House of Commons deputation, have expressed their faith in 
this treatment as a cure for consumption. 

Can anyone with any humanity conceive the possibility of 
full particulars of a cure for a disease such as pulmonary tuberculosis 
being held up for any reason whatever? How can anyone suppress 
details of a “‘remedy” that might save thousands of lives yearly in 
this country alone, and also save untold misery? If this is a 
genuine remedy or series of remedies why cannot the doctors all 
over the world have full details of it, and how it is prepared ? 

This so-called ‘‘cure” is now so old that hundreds of thousands 
of deaths have needlessly occurred, if the statements are true. 
There seems to me to be no middle course of looking at the matter 
between these two, viz.: 

A. The statements as to the efficacy of the treatment are untrue, 
or 

B. Details of a certain cure are being held up so that many 
thousands yearly are ill and dying unnecessarily. 

If those interested believe in their remedy they assume a fearful 
responsibility for the sufferings and deaths of so many by not 
publishing full details so that anyone suffering can try it. In 
those of my own acquaintance who have had the treatment the 
results were no better whatever than in those who have undergone 
the other ordinary forms of treatment employed.—Yours, etc., 

W. G. WILLOUGHBY, 
Tuberculosis Officer. 
THE Town HALL, EASTBOURNE, 
July 1. 


Those Well-Vaccinated Countries! 

While England, “‘the land of Jenner,” is held up to 
reproach because its vaccination laws are lax, and the 
people avail themselves of that laxity, it is amusing to 
note that other countries, where the laws are strict, are 
in a much worse plight than we are as regards smallpox. 
Here are two recent news items :— 

Germany— An epidemic of smallpox has broken out at Kehl 


on the Rhine, and four cases have proved fatal.”—Liverpool 
Evening Chronicle, July 10. 
France —‘‘Smallpox is prevalent in four departments of France. 


Several deaths have occurred and an epidemic is feared.” —Medical 
Press, July 15. 
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The New Smallpox. 


The Press scare about smallpox becomes increasingly 
ridiculous. At Middlesbrough, a man was brought before 
the Court recently, charged with “continuing at work 
whilst suffering from smallpox.” The M.O.H. had 
“noticed the man driving a crane,” and examined 
him. Defendant pleaded that he was ignorant of the 
fact that he was suffering from smallpox. He had come 
down from Newcastle, and thought his slight eruption 
was due to the change of water. It is this kind of disorder, 
which enables a man to work in entire ignorance of any- 
thing wrong, that is referred to as “this loathsome 
disease”’ or ‘‘this dread scourge”? in places remote from 
those where it occurs. ; 

At the same Court, William Hennessy, of Coronation 
Street, North Ormesby, was fined {£5 for having locked 
his front door and refused to read a magistrate’s certificate 
ordering the removal of himself and his family as smallpox 
‘“contacts.’’ He stated that he had had nine children, 
and of the six vaccinated five had died and one had con- 
tracted a bad skin disease. His action had been due to 
his fear that the others would be forcibly vaccinated. 

Not only are people with pimples alleged to be ill, 
but apparently those who have mixed with them. 

‘Contact Smallpox—Two Cases at Cardiff’—is actually 
given as a headline, suggesting a new disease, in the South 
Wales News of July 4, the explanation being given that 
“there were two cases of contact smallpox in the Docks 
District.”” But the South Wales Evening Express of the 
previous day “‘ went one better,”’ and put it thus—‘ Small- 
pox at Docks—Two Cases reported at Cardiff!” 


Smallpox Deaths after Vaccination. 

Mr. B.G. Horniman tells us that he knows an Indian 
doctor whose two children suffered recently from small- 
pox and died. One was attacked three months after 
vaccination, the other nine months after vaccina- 
tion. They were not together, one being at Gwalia 
and the other at Aligarli. If Dr. Lyster had stuck to his 
challenge, we might congratulate him on not having 
selected these victims as vaccinated contacts certain to 
escape smallpox. 


Canadian Antitoxin Trial. 

We are pleased to be able to report that Mr. Watson, of 
Winnipeg, who was charged with manslaughter for refusing 
to allow his daughter to be treated with antitoxin for 
diphtheria, has been acquitted. It will be remembered 
that a Christian Science practitioner who had attended the 
child was convicted subject to appeal, but the father’s 
case was adjourned till the June Assizes. The appeal of 
the Christian Scientist has proved successful and both are 
free. 


Baby Shows and Vaccination. 

In the Yorkshire Evening Post of June 25, a letter having 
appeared in which it was definitely stated that the writer 
‘knew a few babies” who had had their chances of getting 
into a certain “‘ best hundred”’ ruined solely because their 
parents objected to vaccination, the Editor replied on 
behalf of the judges and officials of Babies’ Day; he 
declared that no discrimination had been exercised at all 
—in fact, he stated “‘ the judges do not even know whether 
the babies in the final are vaccinated or not.” That 
is as it should be. A healthy, well-grown, beautiful 
baby is what it is; nobody can claim that a scar 
on its arm makes it any more healthy, well-grown or 
beautiful. 


The Banting Foundation. 

Weare glad to note from the Toronto Mail and Empire 
(June 16), that after a deputation of some 20 prominent 
citizens had requested the Toronto City Council to take 
the initiative in the raising of $500,000 for the establish- 
ment of the Banting Foundation by contributing $50,000 
an unexpected protest was made. i 

““Miss Lillian Carruthers, representing the anti- 
vivisectionists, opposed the grant on the grounds that it 
was unnecessary and that the money would be used for the 
ill-treatment of animals.” Certain members of the Coun- 
cil also raised their voices against the proposal. 

Sir William Mallock, however, urged that the whole 
sum should be granted, but in doing so he made a remark- 
able confession, 7.e., that “‘most of the great medical 
discoveries had been made by the ordinary practitioner.” 
He might have added that insulin, being discovered in a 
research institute, and wot in ordinary practice, 1s proving 
such a failure that it should serve as a warning against 
further encouragement of laboratory experimentation. 


The Wassermann Test. _ 

The Medical Journal of Australia reports, on May 16, 
1925, an address delivered at a medical meeting, at which 
Dr. J. Lockhard Gibson (M.D. Edin., M.R.C.S. Eng.) 
made the following very ingenuous confession concerning 
the well-known test which is supposed to diagnose the 
presence of syphilis :— 

“Patients with interstitial keratitis practically always give a 
reaction to the Wassermann test. In fact, in private practice, a 
Wassermann test is an unnecessary expense to such a patient. 
It is well also to bear in mind that when we are sure a patient is 
syphilitic, we had better not risk a Wassermann examination, 
in case the result should be ‘negative,’ and we draw a most 
unuseful red herring across the track.” ; 

When doctors have to be warned against using a test, 
for fear it should mislead them against the evidence of 
their own senses, one wonders why it is used at all! 


Gland Treatment Useless. 

The Philadelphia Bulletin of May 26 reported that Dr. 
J.B. Collip told the American Medical Association : 

“The promoters of these gland treatments are exploiting the 
modern craving for the sensational. That is why they are attempt- 
ing to market weird concoctions called monkey, goat, or ‘black 
oxen’ glands, all of which are virtually of no avail. The public 
simply is being victimised.” 

Of course, we have said all this before. And we have 
also pointed out that these useless treatments cause 
untold suffering to animals. That also was shown 


(though apparently without any idea of condemnation) ; 

“Dr. Collip described experiments with extract of the para- 
thyroid gland. This gland was removed from a dog seven months 
ago and it immediately was seized with convulsions. Upon 
injection of extract of the gland these spells ceased. The dog has 
been kept alive by daily injections since that time. 

“Dr. Collip indicated the time may be at hand when extract 
of this gland can be used in treatment of epilepsy in humans. 
Should it prove successful, the treatment would be of widespread 
importance to humanity, he added.” 


It is a pity that Dr. Collip should still encourage 
cruel experiments, after admitting what they lead to. 


A New Vegetarian Restaurant. 

We are pleased to announce the opening of the Clifford 
Severn “‘Radiant Health Restaurant” at 143, Charing 
Cross Road (Oxford Street end). It would be difficult 
to imagine anything better than the menu provided at 
the Press luncheon on July 22. Visitors to London 
should not fail to put themselves in the way of realising 
what the management floridly, but by no means unrea- 
sonably, describes as “‘new gustatory ecstasies!”’ 
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Our Friend the Enemy. 

It is interesting to note how statements that have been 
strenuously denied in the interests of inoculation are 
calmly made by the inoculationists themselves when it is 
a question of foisting another variety upon the public. 
Thus we learn from the New York Graphic of February 4 
that a Dr. H. W. Schlesinger claims to have discovered 
a method of preventing the bad effects of vaccination, and 
states that the “soreness, unpleasantness and fever” that 
accompany the smallpox and typhoid varieties are due 
to a streptococcus germ. ‘‘This germ,” he says, ‘‘is not 
beneficial, but science has so far been unable to eliminate 
fee” 

Would not every vaccinating doctor vigorously 
deny the presence of the streptococcus if an antivaccinist 
dared to suggest it? 

Dr. Schlesinger, however, anxious to popularise his 
method, does not hesitate to condemn inoculation as 
practised to-day, and even declares that ‘‘deadly double 
pneumonia that follows influenza is in many cases caused. 
by the existence of this germ in the body of each individual 
inoculated against smallpox or typhoid.”” In other words 
—he attributes deaths following influenza to vaccination 
or inoculation! When anti-vivisectionists have even 
hinted at such a thing, their suggestions have been 
repudiated with scorn. 


Anti-vivisection in Australia. 

We have received copies of a very interesting Press 
controversy which took place in the Melbourne Argus 
during March. Mr. Basil J. Parkinson, President of our 
local Branch, took to task Professor Osborne, who, in 
evidence given before the Federal Health Commission, 
complained that the law did not allow students to practise 
vivisection for the purpose of acquiring skill. Mr. 
Parkinson asked whether callousness and cruelty were 
desirable qualities for young medical students to 
acquire ? 

“Tf the percentage that adopt surgery cannot acquire sufficient 
surgical skill by dissection of dead beings, human or sub-human, 
they are hopeless. And not only so, but animal vivisection, 


owing to the essential differences between the human and animal, 
occasions serious error.” 


He proved his last assertion by quoting the famous 
surgeon, Lawson Tait. 

Dr. Leon Jona, and another medical man signing 
himself ““M.D.,”’ took up the cudgels for vivisection. 
Dr. Jona demanded references and dates for all quotations 
made, which were very promptly and fully supplied in a 
later letter by Miss MacDougall, our hon. secretary, 
who at the same time twitted Dr. Jona with leaving his 
own references undated. He also assured his readers 
that “at the physiological laboratory at the Melbourne 
University there is an operating theatre and conveniences 
very much superior to what would be found in most of 
the leading private hospitals in Melbourne,”’ which 
brought the apt rejoinder that ‘“‘if you are to be cut to 
pieces or turned inside out, whether with or without 
anesthesia, it makes no difference to your feelings that 
you have the latest in crucifixion-boards or marble slabs.” 
_ “M.D.” asked for “‘plain answers to some plain ques- 
tions,’’ which amounted to this :— 

Would Mr. Parkinson and Miss MacDougall be treated 
with antitoxin if they fell victims to diphtheria? Miss 
MacDougall replied :— 
| “In no circumstances whatever would I allow to be injected 
into myself, or into anyone over whose treatment I had authority, 


| the abominable and most dangerous concoction known as diphtheria 
antitoxin.” 
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Mr. Parkinson took each question in turn, thus :— 


“(1) Has not knowledge of the nature of diphtheria been obtained 
only by experiments on animals?” 

“Certainly not.” 

‘“‘(2) Is not prevention of that disease effected by antitoxin?” 

“ee No 4 ” 

““(3) Does not antitoxin cure the disease ?”’ 

“No, see next answer.” 

“(4) If an anti-vivisectionist is attacked by it, would he prefer 
death or antitoxin?” 

“Neither. The alternative does not arise. The figures of 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board (London) for the period 1895- 
1910, were: 


Cases. Deaths. Percentage. 
Given antitoxin 790) oe ee kU Uae 13-28 
No antitoxin jkeied elon. ye 742 5°65 


“(5) Can ‘M.D.’ have the good or evil fortune to meet an 
unbeliever ?” 
“Yes. Iappend my name and address. Will he do the same?” 


The reply to this was only worthy of Mr. Stephen Paget. 
It began :— 

“A knowledge of the nature of diphtheria.was gained by isolating 
the bacillus s 

And so on; this anonymous medical writer supplying 
his opponent, ex cathedra, with information of which he 
was obviously not in need, but entirely ignoring his 
argument! 


Diphtheria Antitoxin. 

In a letter recently addressed to Dr. Hadwen we find 
the following statement :— 

“The writer is interested professionally and personally, and at 
present finds the whole question of antitoxin injections a very 
perplexing one.” 

This does not surprise us, in view of the apparent 
conflict of statistical evidence. We only ask that the 
statistics should be thoroughly examined, both those of 
general mortality and those of case mortality. Neither 
of these sets of figures shows a case for antitoxin. 

As stated by Miss Kidd in a very interesting correspon- 
dence which has recently taken place in the Clarion, the 
general mortality statistics have, on the whole, been so 
unsatisfactory to our opponents that the Research 
Defence Society has reminded us that antitoxin could no 
more be expected to bring about a reduction in the general 
death-rate from diphtheria than umbrellas could keep off 
the rain! Yet it was on these statistics that Sir William 
Willcox relied in the recent trial, and these are the 
statistics over which Mr. Justice Lush, like a writer in 
the Clarion, thought that Dr. Hadwen had given his case 
away. 

That trick was only worked by including croup with 
diphtheria, and claiming that the reduction in the com- 
bined diseases was reduced by antitoxin, although the 
greater part of the fall occurred before antitoxin was 
even heard of. 

The newspapers made much of this incident, but for 
the most part ignored Dr. Hadwen’s convincing exposure 
of the case-mortality figures. It is on the latter alone 
that the vivisectionists (outside the Law Courts) really 
rest their case; and the triumph which they achieve is 
the presentation of an increase in deaths as a decrease in 
death-rate, which is easily accomplished by artificially 
adding to the cases. Briefly, it may be put thus :— 

(1) The general mortality of diphtheria increased after 
antitoxin. 

(2) The general mortality of “diphtheria and croup” 
decreased; but had decreased still more _ before 
antitoxin was introduced. 

(3) Case mortality decreased, by the introduction of 
“cases”? not really diphtheria. 
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Research Defence Society. 
The Quarterly Report of the Research Defence Society, 
dated April, 1925, is devoted chiefly to a recent smallpox 
scare in Canada, in which the vaccinated victims are 
said to have had the disease in its typical form while the 
unvaccinated get it in such an unfamiliar form that we 
are left with the doubt whether anything sufficiently 
unpleasant and dangerous may not have done duty for 
smallpox! We have seen cerebral hemorrhage and 
delirium tremens diagnosed as“‘smallpox”’ in this country, 
and may be excused for our scepticism about these reports 
concocted by vaccination-mad officials. Incidentally, 
we note that one of the unusual features in a case was— 
“a rash resembling urticaria such as often follows the administra- 
lion of diphtheria antitoxin—his whole body was covered by raised, 
irregular blotches of all shapes and from a bean to an egg in size.” 
Perhaps the gem of the very meagre report of happenings 
in Great Britain is the lengthy reference to a meeting to 
which we referred briefly in the ABOLITIONIST a few 
months ago, called by Dr. Jacob, in Nottingham, for 
the purpose of ‘‘replying” to Dr. Hadwen. Mr. Paget 
says that he “‘dealt very effectively with the cult of 


Hadwenism,”’ and that 
“In reply to one sceptic on the utility of inoculation against 
typhoid, he said that during his first year in Nottingham there 
were 114 deaths from typhoid, and that last year there were none.” 
Weare left to believe that the inhabitants of Nottingham 


have all been inoculated against typhoid! 


Our German Friends. 

We were glad to note a reference, in the German 
women’s paper, Die Frau im Staat (June) to our little 
pamphlet on Poison-gas. The editor, after reporting 
what we have to say about British experiments, asks 
sadly, “‘What may be the number of poison-gas victims 
in German vivisection ?”’ 

Teaching Kindness. 

Our friends who have Bands of Mercy or juvenile 
Branches of the British Union may like to know of a 
charming little booklet entitled A Legend from Nazareth, 
100 copies of which can be obtained at a cost of 4d. each, 
or from 12 to 100 at 6d. each. Mrs. Inga Hawkins, the 
writer, can give personal testimony concerning the good 
it has done among children whose tendency it had been 
to be carelessly cruel. It is bound and printed most 
attractively in purple. Legends of Jesus and Mary (a 
larger work) has been praised by prominent writers such 
as Anthony Hope, Beatrice Harradon and the Headmaster 
of Eton. All Mrs. Hawkins’ books can be obtained from 
the Norway Press, 38, Albion Street, Hyde Park, London. 


Dr. Orchard’s Idea of Vivisection. 

The Rev. W. E. Orchard, D.D., contributed to the 
Crusader of July 10 a moderate and on the whole sympa- 
thetic article on‘‘ Man’s Relation to the Animal Kingdom.” 
Unfortunately it was marred by the following passage: 

“With regard to vivisection, I myself have always been willing 
to leave the question in the hands of the medical profession, on 
the assumption clearly stated, that of course we trust them never 
to do anything that involves conscious suffering . . . If vivi- 
section involved cruelty to animals, its chief reaction would be 
upon the medical profession itself.” . . 


We have communicated with Dr. Orchard on the subject 
of this public confession of his naive ‘‘trust”? that some- 
thing never happens which actually happens every day. 


Correspondence. 

Letters from Lord Harberton, E. G. Barlow, SE Le 
and M. L. Johnson are held over this month for lack of 
space; also a large number of valuable notes. 
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Blame a Germ! | 

We have received some notes of the evidence given at 
the Manchester City Coroner’s Court on July 7, which, | 
though they do not justify the headline of a newspaper re- 
porting the case—** Deadly Bacillus” —reveal a sufficiently 
ridiculous situation. 

An old lady of 75, named Mrs. Booth, died the day after — 
eating with apparent heartiness a couple of loin chops, — 
fried tomatoes and potatoes.and a meat pie (the latter 
with tea). Probably she had indigestion, causing pres- 
sure on the heart, which, at her age, might cause collapse. — 
But, her body being dissected, “‘a bacillus which resem- 
bled that known as Morgan’s No. I. bacillus” was found; 
a mouse was inoculated with it, and the poor little crea- 
ture reacted to the outrage by dying. Therefore, this 
doubtful bacillus was alleged to be responsible for the 
old lady’s death, although the doctor admitted that it 
was ‘“‘not a very deadly bacillus,’’ and thought that 
younger and stronger people could easily resist it. ‘“‘The 
heart muscle was soft and the walls fatty; there was an 
extensive pleurisy on the left side of the chest of long 
duration Hs 

But enough; a germ had been found. 

Insanitation versus “Carriers.” | 

Municipal Engineering and the Sanitary Record for 
June 25 refers to a case that is not yet finally settled in 
New York, which represents a determined fight between 
common sense and officialdom. It appears that a farmer 
claimed that cows wading in a stream polluted with 
sewage were more likely to be responsible for an outbreak 
of typhoid fever connected with the drinking of their 
milk than was the milker, alleged to be a ‘“‘carrier.”” He 
won his case, and also the appeal after a second trial, 
when he had such well-known authorities as Dr. Rosenau, 
of Harvard, and Dr. Freeman, of Johns Hopkins, against 
him. These gentlemen naturally do not like being 
beaten by a farmer, and “‘it is reported that there is to be 
a further appeal’’—but “‘steps to prevent sewage con- 
tamination of the stream’ are being taken! 


a EN 


Irrelevance. ase 

There has been much vaccination persecution recently 
in British Columbia. Our friend, Miss Dora Kitto, 
published in the local Press some actual statistics. This 
is how she was answered by a vaccination advocate :— 

“Miss Kitto, in exhibiting certain statistical information, 
forgets or ignores the obligation upon statisticians to give all 
available data bearing on the subject in hand when the object is 


” 


to arrive at a definite conclusion. ‘ 

Admirable! Had Miss Kitto, then, suppressed any- 
thing? Apparently she had, for the writer goes on 
immediately :— 

“Let me ask her for the figures showing the very marked drop in 
mortality from bubonic plague in Baluchistan in 1889 following 
the introduction of the phenol antitoxin ‘ 


And more of the same sort. But he does not answer 
Miss Kitto. 3 

Of course, it was highly reprehensible of Miss Kitto 
to omit a reference to Baluchistan. Nobody ought to use 
statistics without giving those of every disease, over the 
whole world and at all periods of history. But it would 
take more than a lifetime to collect them, and we prefer 
to present one set at a time, and wait vainly for an answer. 


ee 


PORTRAIT HEADS OF DOGS (in oils), from life or photo- 
graph. Mr. J.W.STAMPER, R.C.A., wishes to announce that he is 
prepared to paint our dog favourites and friends, on reasonable 
terms. Specimens of really good work will be sent along with 
other particulars on application to 29, Claremont Road, Alexandra 
Park, Manchester. 
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BATH. 

A Western Federation has been formed to deal with the project 
of a motor van, and on July 2 delegates from Cheltenham, Glouces- 
ter, Bath, Bristol and Weston-super-Mare met at Bath, under the 
presidency of Dr. Hadwen, to consider the matter. A resolution 
was passed asking headquarters to undertake the buying and 
loaning of a van or vans; the Central Committee in London, 
however, meeting on July 9, decided that it would be best to leave 
this responsibility to the local centres. 

CHISWICK. 

Miss M. Bradish organised a very pleasant ‘‘ Animals’ Garden 
Party” in her garden at Chiswick on July 4, the proceedings lasting 
from 4 to 10 p.m. There were several stalls for sale of fancy 
articles, one being that of our Chiswick Branch, presided over by 
Mr. and Miss Robson, Mrs. Butcher and other kind friends. Miss 


Bradish’s idea was to give several humane societies, having | 


Branches in Chiswick, the opportunity of making their aims | 


known by literature, etc. Lady Clare Annesley made a charming 
speech in opening the Féte, and Capt. F. MacCunn spoke for the 
R.S.P.C.A, The Animals’ Dispensary for the Poor showed its 
van outside. Music and some delightful costume dancing by 
children, who represented birds and butterflies, helped to secure 
for all visitors a delightful afternoon, and some useful propaganda 
was accomplished. 
will find imitators. 
EASTBOURNE. 
The Federation van visited the Eastbourne district from June 
12to19. Nostands were available in the town itself, but valuable 


propaganda was carried out and new members secured in Horeham | 


Road, Heathfield, Burwash, Chalvington, Ripe, Firle, Glynde, 


We hope Miss Bradish’s public-spirited action | 


Polegate, Hailsham, Hurstmonceux, Ringmer, Willingdon, West- | 


ham, Pevensey, Battle and Hampden Park. Following the plan 
adopted by the Worthing Branch, house-to-house distribution of 
literature was carried out in the small villages, our workers talking 
to the people. This is essential in places where the word vivi- 
section is almost unknown. Mr. Toms was in charge of the van, 
and the local helpers were Miss Absell, Mrs. Fermor, Mrs. Ingall, 
Miss W. J. Low, Miss Northcote, Mrs. Palmer, Miss H. R. Sayer, 
Miss M. Sayer, Miss N. Sayer and Miss Bear (hon. sec.) 
HASTINGS. 


The van was at Hastings from June 19 to July 2, Mr. Toms | 


being in charge. Its influence was felt in many quarters, one 
indication being the holding of a debate in a girls’ school (the 
participators being aged about 15) when the “‘ Antis” won the vote. 

The “Novel Garden Party” held on July 1 was a great success, 


to which brilliant weather and a most beautiful garden, kindly | 


lent by Lady King, contributed. Too much cannot be said of the 
efforts of Captain Jona, to whom the idea was due, and who worked 
very hard, as did members of the local committee. There were 
several bazaar stalls, exquisite dancing by Miss Eileen Tuperell, 
M.O.A.D., and her pupils, an admirable entertainment, a 25 
minutes’ speech by Miss Kidd on ‘‘Why I am an Anti-vivisec- 
tionist,” and a wonderful Beauty Show for Dogs—who were all 
beauties. Prizes were given by Mme. Oosterveen and Mrs. Ivy 
Hollindale. The stallholders were Mrs. Palmer, Miss J. Brockle- 
hurst, Mrs. Mellis, Capt. Jona, and Mrs. L. Brocklehurst, and 


there were phrenology by Mr. F. R. Warren, F.B.P.S., palmistry | 
by Miss Willcocks, and competitions under the direction of Mr. | 
Concerts were contributed to by Mr. | 
*Chappell’s orchestra, Mme. Ivy Hollindale, Miss Bateman and | 


L. S. Hanson Powter. 


others. Mrs. L. C. Pratt and her daughter, Mrs. C. Thomas 
(hon. secretary), and the treasurer, Mr. Blackman, as well as 
Capt. Jona and Mr. A. W. Miles are to be congratulated on this 
very successful effort, which was well reported in the Hastings 
and St. Leonards Observer and Hastings Argus. 

HOVE. 

We are asked by Mrs. Wonfor to correct a statement made in 
our last issue, in reference to the annual ‘“‘At Home” held at the 
Town Hall, Hove, on May 20, “‘that the meeting had been arranged 
by Mrs. Wonfor and Miss Nailard.” It should have read that 
the meeting was arranged by the Hove committee: Ellen, Lady 
Berwick, Mrs. W. F. Lee, Mrs. Whyte Butler, Miss Kemp, Mrs. 
Page, Miss Mayall, Mrs. Anderson Shaine, Miss E. Brooker, 


Miss Sibyl Carter, Mrs. Gordon Duff, Miss Harrington, Miss | 


Nailard, Mrs. Wonfor, Mr. Griffiths-Masten, Mr. B. A. Piggott, 
and the hon. secretary, Mr. F. Singer. 
LEEDS. 

A shop campaign was held for a fortnight during July. Contrary 
to our usual habit, we advertised the address of the shop in our 


, 


last issue, but “‘there’s many a slip betwixt cup and lip,” as our 
hon. secretary, Mrs. Holmes, discovered to her cost. After 
definitely engaging and paying for the shop in Albion Street, she 
found that the tenant (who had let it to her after consulting a 
solicitor) was disqualified from such action by a clause in the 
agreement, and the owners, the Leeds Y.M.C.A., disowned the 
transaction and sent back the cheque! Mrs. Holmes made the 
fact known in the local Press, and a new shop was secured in 
New Briggate, a cause for thankfulness, although the position 
for our purpose was inferior. Mrs. Keith Mackenzie kindly 
travelled from London to organise the campaign with the assistance 
of Mrs. Holmes, who was herself indefatigable, but few other 
helpers were obtainable. Mr. Mitchell, the President, however, 
with his wife, rendered good service, and some friends from 
Bradford also came over to assist. Many Jews visited the shop, 
and were most sympathetic. A doctor who came in for literature 
acknowledged that he had been one of the students at Edinburgh 
who were fined in 1912 for wrecking our shop window in that city. 
Years seem to have brought wisdom, and he confessed to sympathy 
with our Cause and put a donation in the box. 


MANCHESTER. 


Obituary.—It is with deep regret that we record the passing 
away of one of our Vice-Presidents, Mr. Robert Dempster, J.P., 
a cablegram being received by the Press stating that he had died 
in South Africa whilst on a visit. Mr. Dempster was one of our 
oldest supporters, and a most highly respected citizen. The late 
Mrs. Dempster was also a supporter of our Branch. We shall 
miss them very much; messages of sincere sympathy have been 
sent to the relatives. 

We are pleased to report that Mrs. J. Bently Capper is making 
good progress. Friends from all over write to our Manchester 
Office expressing deep appreciation and wishing her complete 
and rapid recovery. 


NORWICH. 


Miss Grace Sewell, President pyo tem., writes as follows:— 
“ By kind,permission of the Vicar of New Catton, Norwich, a small 
Rummage Sale was held to help the funds of the Norwich Branch 
of the British Union in the Schoolroom in the above Parish. The 
result will be a decided help to the funds of our Branch. Several 
members had helped us by sending things, and the stallholders, 
who were not all members, were most kind and showed much 
interest in our work.” . 


SCOTLAND. 


Some admirable articles entitled “The Doctor versus the Sanitary 
Engineer” have been contributed to the Shipyard, dealing with 
various aspects of vivisection. They are written by Mr. McNee, 
Treasurer of the Scottish Anti-vivisection Society. Seventy-nine 
members have been enrolled during the month. s 


WORTHING. 


Shop campaigns, fétes, drawing-room meetings and public 
meetings follow each other in a quite bewildering and triumphant 
succession at Worthing. The meeting in the charming grounds 
of the President, recorded overleaf, was thus alluded to in the 
Worthing Herald of July 11: ‘There is no doubt that this annual 
garden meeting gives a great impetus to the movement in Worth- 
ing.” The presence of Mr. and Mrs. Griffiths-Masten and other 
valued friends from Brighton was noted in the Press. 

Another feature of the work at Worthing is the monthly holding 
of ““At Homes” by the hon. secretary. We have unfortunately 
not space to do more than touch upon the recent lecture by Dr. 
Mabel Foley, given at one of these gatherings. She gave an 
admirable exposition of vaccine and serum therapy, drawing 
special attention to the efforts of the consulting M.O.H. for 
Aberdeen, who recommends the inoculation of all children 
under five with toxin antitoxin, and the application of the Schick 
test to those over five, and who, after making this startling pro- 
posal, states (B.M.jJ., June 6), ‘We are greatly indebted to the 
Press for the strong support they gave us in the work,” 7.e., the 
work of popularising the test, following which parents were given 
the opportunity of having their children immunised free of charge. 
In view of the deaths and other mishaps following the use of toxin 
antitoxin in the U.S.A. and in Vienna (where, early in 1924, an 
infant having developed diphtheria in a children’s hospital, seven 
others were injected with toxin antitoxin and promptly died of 
heart failure), Dr. Foley pertinently asked: ‘‘To put the case on 
the lowest grounds, is it worth the risk?” 
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BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BATH. 

The Bath Chronicle of July 13 and other papers gave good 
accounts of a meeting held by our local Branch on July 11, Mrs. 
and the Misses Tollemache having kindly lent their garden for 
the purpose. Its object was to enlist sympathy for the van cam- 
paign. Mr. H. Norris presided, and Miss Lowther, of Bristol, 
spoke on “ Anti-vivisection.”” After the meeting and tea, an enter- 
tainment took place, to which Miss Tuck, Mr. Alfred Harper, Mr. 
Maurice Seers, Miss Mary Tuck and Miss Alma Kenyon contributed. 

BEXHILL. 

Anti-vivisectionists came to the front in Bexhill during Animal 
Welfare Week. Owing to local difficulties it was not possible to 
hold any meetings during the actual week itself, but on May 10 a 
Special Service was held at the Social Centre (by permission of 
the Church Army) where a capital address on Animal Welfare was 
given by Captain Chamberlayne, C.A., and recitations by Madame 
Hollindale. On May 12 a concert and meeting was held at the 
Social Centre, two well-known Anti-vivisectionists from Hastings, 
Mr.L. Hanson-Powter and Mr. Gurney Tyler being the speakers, 
and on June 28 a meeting was held at the P.S.A., when Mrs. Pratt, 
of Hastings, was the speaker and Madame Hollindale recited. All 
the meetings, etc., were arranged by Madame Hollindale. 

BLACKHEATH. 

In addition to the meetings reported last month, the Rev. 
W. J. Piggott addressed the Junior Co-operative Guild at Welling 
on April 27; the ‘Tuesday Lunchers” on April 28; the Greenwich 
Labour Party on April 29; the Welling Women’s Labour Branch 
on April 30; the Shooters Hill Women’s Co-operative Guild on 
the afternoon of June 2, and in the evening the Central Woolwich 
Labour Ward; the New Eltham Women’s Co-operative Guild 
on June 8; the “Tuesday Lunchers” again on June 9, and the 
Catford Women’s Co-operative Branth on June 24; and Miss 
Crofton gave an A.V. address to the “‘ Tuesday Lunchers” on June 
16 and went again the following week to answer questions. Then 
on June 17 she gave her address on “Florence Nightingale and 
Inoculation” to the Westminster Women’s Co-operative Guild. 

BOLTON. 

On June 17 a meeting of representatives was held in the Vege- 
tarian Café, Mr. Hitchin presiding. Reports of the London 
meetings were given by Mr. Buck and Mr. Alan Crompton. Miss 
Occleshaw, hon. sec., gave a report of many interesting activities 
in Bolton, and Mr. A. Middleton also spoke. 

BROMLEY. 

On June 29 an excellent drawing-room meeting was held by the 
kindness of Mrs. Jacob, hon. treasurer of our local Branch, when 
the speakers were Mr. R. A. Spurrier and Miss Kidd. 

FINCHLEY. 

The Finchley and Hendon Times of July 3 reported that on June 
24 Miss Kidd addressed the members of the East Finchley Theo- 
sophical Lodge on “‘ Vivisection.”” Mrs. Stanley Harris presided. 

HASTINGS. 

On June 30 Mr. Toms addressed an interested meeting at Sedles- 
come Congregational Church, the Rev. W. Funnell in the chair. 
The hope was expressed that the speaker would come again. 

HULL. 

The Hull Daily Mail of June 29 and the Hull Evening News 
published good reports of the annual meeting of our Hull Branch, 
held at the Metropole. The chair was taken by Mr. Walkington, 
and after Miss Blanche Watson had presented the report, an 
‘excellent address was given by Mr. Middleton, of Manchester, on 
“Research, Health and Cruelty.”’” The Rev. J. E. Patton, Mr. 
Cox and others spoke during the discussion. ‘ 

LEWES. 

Good reports appeared in the Press of a very successful garden 
meeting held on July 7, at the Y.M.C.A. Mrs. Gilham Brown 
presided, and the speakers were Mr. B. G. Horniman and Mr. F. 
de Vere Summers. 

LIVERPOOL. 

On July 2 a meeting of representatives was held in the Bold 
Street Rooms, Mr. Middleton presiding. Reports were presented 
by Mr. Joscelyne, and many important items of business dealt 
with. Resolutions were adopted in reference to the Liverpool 


Health Committee. 
MANCHESTER. 

On June 21 Mr. A. Middleton was invited to give the address at 
the open session of the Progressive Church, Collyhurst. Speaking 
upon ‘‘ Pioneers” he specially centred upon the “Life and Message 
of Edward Carpenter,” showing how he abhorred false science, 
and the practices of Vivisection and Inoculation. A good dis- 
cussion took place, and a splendid report appeared in the Man- 
chester City News. 

On June 21 Miss Occleshaw kindly came from Bolton to address 
the senior classes of the Swinton Sunday Schools on “‘ Vivisection, 


a National Disgrace.” 
literature sold. 

On June 28 Mr. Dean spoke on “‘ Research Cruelties” before the . 
Swinton Unitarian Classes. A good discussion followed. 


NEWCASTLE. 

A drawing-room meeting, kindly organised by Mrs. Grey, was 
held at 23, Grosvenor Place, Jesmond, on Tuesday evening, July 
14, in order to discuss the policy of the League of Nations in 
regard to vivisection. Dr. Hadwen addressed the meeting. 
After reading articles from copies of the Abolitionist, showing the 
views of the British Union on this matter, and proving the alliance 
of the League of Nations with the reprehensible practice of vivi- 
section, Dr. Hadwen asked those present to join in an informal 
discussion of the subject. Following questions which were put 
to him, he explained what is meant by, and involved in, the 
Standardisation of Drugs; how the value of the various serums 
and vaccines was determined by the statistics published, and how 
a change in the method of compiling these statistics made them 
not only heavily biassed in favour of the new treatments, but also 
quite useless as a comparison with former figures. In reply to a 
further question, he showed the uselessness of vaccination. The 
general feeling of the meeting was one of regret that the League 
of Nations, instead of confining its activities to the prevention of 
wars, should have taken under its auspices a practice involving 
the torture of innumerable animals all over Europe and America. 


OXFORD. 

A meeting of our Oxford Branch was held in the Assembly 
Room of the Town Hall on June 18, when Councillor Ludlow 
presided, supported by Bishop Herford, Dr. Philip Wicksteed 
and others, the speaker of the afternoon being Dr. Hadwen. There 
was a good attendance. The meeting was reported in the Oxford 
Times and Oxford Chronicle of June 19. 


SCOTLAND. 
Anti-vivisection meetings have been held as follows :— 
May 6.—Glasgow Green (open-air). 
Ad 13.—Kingston I.L.P. 
5 14.—Townhead I.L.P. 
»  21.—Glasgow Green (open-air). 
Ss 26.—Whitevale I.L.P. (women’s section). 
m 27.—Edinburgh Eastern I.L.P. 
»  29.—Edinburgh Central I.L.P. 
June 3.—Eastern Spiritualist Church. 
Pr 5.—Glasgow Green (open-air). 
3 8.—Glasgow Green (open-air). 
June 11 and 30; July 2, 7, 10 and 13.—Glasgow Green (open- 
air). Speaker, Mr. Brown. 


SOUTHWICK. 

The Sussex Daily News of June 27 reported a successful “At 
Home” held at the Town Hall on June 25. The chair was taken 
by Lady Barrett-Lennard, who was supported on the platform by 
Mr. and Mrs. Griffiths-Masten, Lady Sarah Spencer Churchill, 
Miss Amy Lowther, Miss Barrett-Lennard, the Rev. T. W. T. 
Miller, and Mr. W. F. Lee (chairman and hon. treasurer of the 
Branch). Mr. Roy Horniman condemned the practice of vivi- 
section from both the moral and scientific side. A vote of thanks 
to Lady Barrett-Lennard and Mr. Horniman was proposed by the 
Rev. T. W. T. Miller, and seconded by Miss Amy Lowther. Tea 
was then served, after which Miss Beryl Carter (of Hove) recited — 
some very appealing verses relating to animal life. Miss Ives and 
Miss Hatton contributed songs which were very much appreciated. 

The arrangements for the meeting were admirably carried out 
by the local hon. sec., Miss Harrington. Miss Kemp kindly 
undertook to arrange the tea—which was daintily served at small 
tables decorated with red and white flowers. Other members who 
assisted were Miss Mayall, Mrs. Ray, Miss Ray, Miss Barker, 
Miss Carter, Miss Moffat, Miss Nailard and Mrs. Wonfor. 


WORTHING. ' 

The Worthing Herald of July 4 had a long account of that ever- 
successful gathering, the Annual Garden Meeting held by the 
kindness of the President, the Rev. Arthur Ingleby, on the lawn 
of St. Clements. Mr. Hayes Marshall, chairman of the committee, 
had tastefully decorated the grounds, banners and A.V. mottoes 
showing up well against the trees. The Rev. A. Ingleby presided, 
and speeches were given by Major Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., 
Mr. Roy Horniman, Mr. Hayes Marshall, Mrs. Eyre Heriot and 
Mr. Maurice Toms. A bouquet was presented to the Chairman, 
after which tea was hospitably served in the garden and a collection 
amounting to £15 4s. 10d. was taken at the exit. 

On July 7 Dr. Mabel Foley read a paper on ‘‘The Dangers of 
Vaccines and Serums” to an interested audience at the residence 
of the hon. secretary, Mrs. Eyre Heriot. It was reported in the 
Worthing Herald of July 11. 


Much interest was aroused and plenty of 
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Publications of the British Union. 


SHORT SELECTED LIST. 


Write to Miss B. E. KIDD, Secretary, 32, Charing Cross, London, S.W.1 


Class A.—For BEGINNERS. 


PAMPHLETS. Price 
Id. 


A Sketch of the Vivisection Question, by J. Fraser Hewes 


Experiments on Animals; Useless and Cruel, by 
Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... ay whe 


Was it for Science? (The Runcorn Darker Casere 
‘*G.B.S.”’ on the Uselessness of the Inspector 
Vivisection under the Insurance Act (1917) 
Vivisection in Liverpool (1917) 

Registrar General’s Statistics (1900-1920 


The Modern Medicine Man (How vaccines and serums 
are made) 


| Views of Men and Winner of ee on ihe Saviezetion 


Question oe 
The Cult of the Wivisegtor. by Dr. Hage en, Net pe 
Feeding Experiments te mp was 
What about Anesthetics ? 
Parabiotic Rats ‘ ; 
Experiments on Human Beings, by Dr: Davetom 
Medical Views on Vivisection, by A. F. Whiteley 


LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). 
In a Vivisector’s Laboratory. 
The Meaning of Anti-Vivisection. 
What the Bishops say. 
Ministry of Health on Diphtheria. 
The Case Against Vaccination. 
To Cat Lovers. 
The Vivisection of Dogs. (Illustrated. ) 
British Vivisection, 1913. 
Poison Gas Experiments. 
Two Dogs under Experiment (Illustration). 
Vivisection at a Glance. 
Gloucester ‘‘ Scare ’’ Leaflets. 
Failure of Vaccination Proved by Statistics. 
Picture Postcard: Is this a Dog? 


The League of Nations and Vivisection. 


Feeding Experiments. (Illustrated.) 
Commercial Experiments. (Illustrated.) 
The Vivisection Problem of To-day (1924). 
The Anti-Vivisection Position. 

Cancer Research. (lllustrated.) 


Membership Certificate. (Illustrated, 35 x 12 ins.) 


2d. 
ld. 
Id. 


6d. 


Class B. 
REFUTATION OF THE CLAIMS OF VIVISECTORS 

PAMPHLETS. Price 
A Reply to the Lecture of the Research Defence Society 1d. 
The Uselessness of Vivisection, by Prof. Lawson Tait... 34. 

The Royal Commission’s Report, 1912 (reprinted from the 
Standard), by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ae Id. 
Antitoxin Treatment of Diphtheria, by Dr. Hadwen, J. P, 2d. 
Tuberculosis and Cow’s Milk, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... 24. 
The New Tuberculin, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. . eee lida 
Tuberculin as a Cattle Test, by Dr. Hadwen, J. P, ceed. 

Rats and Fleas: a Discussion on Plague, by Dr. Hadwen, 
mae ae aad. Aol 
Antisepsis or Aneosia? oe Dr. elated J. P. nor soe lktele 
Jennerism and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. Rog lle 
The Case against Vaccination, by Dr. Hadwen. J.P. ... 1d. 
The Blunders of a Bishop, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P.... aera ee 
Pasteur and Rabies, by Colonel Tillard —... ea eae LS 

The International Medical Congress at): by Dr. 
Hadwen, J.P. Id. 

A Reply to the Resection Defence Speen: Ss eutict on 
aa by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... Id. 
e Case Against the Research Defence omnia Sig an ld. 
4 i Fraud of Inoculation (from Truth)... eh Boe westel 
The Fraud of Vaccination (from Truth)... ee 3d. 

Insanitation and Disease, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ateeture 
to the Institution of Sanitary Engineers) a mee Aitole 
Pasteur and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... saat Wels 
Modern Medicine and the Miracles of Christ Cae rome | Cle 


A Vivisection Controversy 
(Dr. Hadwen and Mr. Stephen Paget) 3d. 


LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). 

The British Empire Cancer Campaign. 
Antitoxin for Diphtheria. 

Malta Fever (The Maltese Muddle). 
Pasteur and Rabies. 
\ aceine for Distemper. 
The Field Distemper Fund. 
Research Defence Prevarications. 
Influenza and the Germ Theory. 
Replies to Research Defence Leaflets. 
Vaccines as Treatment. 


Insulin. 
Verbatim Report of Dr. Hadwen’s Trial ... atk see at Lf 
Verbatim Report of Queen’s Hall Meeting 2d. 


Pee LONDON VEGETARIAN SOCIETY iit tote the sodeeareembers 


HUMANE AND 


Be Ue LES 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION (For Members and Associates): FIVE SHILLINGS, 


Which includes the cost and delivery of the Society’s Official Organ ““The Vegetarian News,’’ published monthly, price 3d. 


Cotswold Hills 600 feet above sea level, delightful 


scenery and woods, invigorating 


Food Reform air. Pleasant in all weathers and 


at all seasons, Garden shelters 


Holiday Home. commanding exquisite views. 


Specially suited to Convalescents. 


Apply prospectus, THE MANAGERESS, PITCHCOMBE, near STROUD, GLOS. 


Secretary: FRANK WYATT, 8, Joun Srt., ADELPHI, W.C. 2. 


“FIRST IMPRESSIONS OF AMERICA” 
By Dr. WALTER R. HADWEN. 
(Illustrated) 10/6. Copies at 6/= from the British Union (Post 6d.) 
** An intensely interesting volume.""—Daily Telegraph. 


HYGEIA HOUSE, 37/59, Warrington Crescent, Maida Hill, London, W. 9. 
One of the best known Vegetarian Guest Houses in Great Britain. Four acres 
charming grounds. 12 mins. Piccadilly Circus. Moderate Terms. Illustrated 
Tariff frem Manageress, Vegetarian Guest Houses, Ltd., asabove. Tel., Padd. 6136 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. W. 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Dorts SEALY, 25, 
Weston, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH—Hon. Sec., Mrs. HouutnDate, 27, Linden Road. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs. O_p. Hon. Sec., Miss H. EGAn, 
23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 


BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, CounTESs DE RIvAs. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CrRorTon, Kirkside, St. John's Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANSLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss E. Occ.iesHaw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEWITT. 

BOURNBMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Epwarp REEvES, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mr. E. RusHron, 14, John Street, 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec.. (Vacant). (For Hove, see below). 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon, Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.O.S.. 59, 
Brisbane, Australia. 

BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Treasurer, Mr. F. C. Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 
BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Epwarp 
MeEAbE-KinG, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowrHer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 

Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
Sec., Miss Hotwortnuy, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir JAmMEs Matcotm. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. CLEMENTS, 128, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. Hon. Sec., Capt. Burkitt (Affiliated to Manchester Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. C. Foister, 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 

CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Sypnry 
JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss RosE BEAVAN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 
CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OGLEeBy 

Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. Puittpor, 14, Park Place, Cheltenham. 

CHISWICK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERS. M.A. 
Hon. Sec.. Mr. W. REYNOLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 

COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, C. E. Howe, Esq. 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mrs. 
F. WiLson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Mrs. ABEL, 85, Calton 
Road, Dulwich, S.E.21, and Mr. W. E. Jay, 46, Greenside Road. Croydon. 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALice Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon, Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 
EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 

Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HUMPHREY DE 
TRAFFORD, Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Frances Howarp, 
Imber, Pennsylvania Park, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, ‘' Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12. 

FOLKESTONE AND HYTHE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. CLarkkE, 
19, Turketel Road. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. Priestley 
Primk, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford, 

HAMPSTEAD BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. Bourcuiser. Hon. 
Sec., Miss DopweL_t KinGsrorp, 9, Eastholm, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, N.W.11; Assist. Hon, Sec., Mrs. RUMBOLD. 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KeirH MacKenzie. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RorHERHAm. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. S1InceEr, 109, Lansdowne Place, Hove: 
Miss Harrinctron, Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq., M.P. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDEs, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENwortHy, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Miss BLANCHE Watson. 115, Beverley Road, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon. Sec., 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF 
Dr. Hapwen. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity 
Sandymount, Dublin. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CounrEss oF 
AyLesrorD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. Farpon, Greylands, Reauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, A. MircHett, Esq, Hon. Secs., Mr. and 
Mrs. Houmes, Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds 

LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady Ro.L-EstTon. 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. MANNeErs, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. HILL, 18, Astley 
Street, Tyldesley, Lancs. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, Rev. W, ALEXANDER KERR, Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. DEF, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, MurteL CouNTESS DE LA 
Warr Hon. Sec.(pro tem.), Mr. A. E. Beaumont, 3, Priory Terracé, Lewes. 

LINCOLN BRANCH.—President, Rev. J. Lione, TayLer. Hon. Sec., Miss 
Crust, 5, Avondale Street, Monk Road, Lincoln. 

LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.~ Hon. Sec., Mr. S, JoscELYNE, 
95, Botanic Road. Edge Hill, Liverpool. 

MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. 
Southcliffe. Hornyold Road, Malvern. 

MANCHESTER SOCIETY FOR PROTECTION OF ANIMALS FROM 
VIVISECTION.—Offices: 31, Victoria Buildings, St. Mary’s Gate. 


Foxcombe Road, 


Ann Street, 


H. Snow. Hon. 
Kent. Assistant 


Lorp TENTERDEN. Hon. 


Mrs. C. THOMAs, 


Miss JAMES, 


VIVISECTION.—President, 
Carr, 18, Newgrove Avenue, 


Sec., Miss R. OLpFIELD, 


Branches and Federated Societies of the British Union. 


MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
G.H. Pinner, J.P. Hon. Sec,, Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A. MippLeton, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. Svockporr 
AvuxiLiAry.—-President, Mrs. E. A. Reip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J W. WarrREN, 
27. Alldis Street. Great Moor, Stockport. 

MAYFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Hutu, Martin Lodge. Mayfield. 

MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, Bazit J. PARKINSON, 
Esq. Hon, Sec., Miss H. MacDouGati, 60, Holmes Road, Moonee 
Ponds, Melbourne. 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, v.W.H. 
LAMBALLE. Hon. Sec. Mr. S. Brown, 53, Warwick Street, Middlesbrough. 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss torA Scrase, Viewlands, 
Scaynes Hill, Haywards Heath. 

NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CounTEess or 
TANKERVILLE. Hon, Sec., Mr. L. H. C. RODENHURST, 30, Kingswood 
Avenue, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

NEW SOUTH WALES BRANCH.—President, Miss A. S. Burpetr, Office; 
Room 16, 2nd Floor, Phoenix Chambers, Pitt Street. Sydney. 

NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, Rt. Hon. F. O. Roperts, M.P. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. Rosperts, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. Assist. 
Hon, Sec., Miss CLARKE 


NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss WriGur, Repton, Furce Hill 


Road, Ilfracombe. 
NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. Nore, Nowe .tu.. Hon. Sec., 
Miss V. D. ArmiTAGE, Hartford Manor, Northwich. ; 
NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRACE SEWELL, 
NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. : 
NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DuCHESS OF PORTLAND. Hon. 
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LEGALISED 


CRUELTY. 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


N page 136 will be found the details of the 
Report on “‘ Experiments on Living Animals” 
as furnished by the Chief Inspector to the 
Right Hon. Sir William Joynson-Hicks, M.P., 
Secretary of State for the Home Department,. 

This Report, brief and scanty as it is, forms anything 
but pleasant reading. The number of experiments has 
increased by 43,032, largely due to the fashionable cult 
of inoculation which has for some time run riot in the 
medical profession. 

No details of the experiments themselves are given; the 
Report is padded with the usual excuses. Tor instance :— 

1. ‘The operations are required to be performed antiseptically, 

so that the healing of the wounds shall, as far as possible, 
take place without pain.” 

“As far as possible”! Pain is by no means limited to 
conditions of sepsis; the worst of pains may exist where 
no sepsis is present. This is merely casting dust in the 


eyes of the reader. 
2. “‘If the antiseptic precautions fail, and suppuration occurs, 
the animal is required to be killed.” 


There may be an infinite amount of pain and suffering 
before the suppuration stage is reached, and even then, 
close investigation may be necessary before the condition 
is discovered. The laboratory man can hardly be expected 
to be very alert in making these discoveries, and the 
vivisector,intent on completing the object of the experi- 
ment, does not concern himself with ‘‘small matters” of 
this sort. 

3. “After the healing of the wounds the animals are not 
necessarily, or even generally, in pain, since experiments 
involving the removal of important organs, including por- 
tions of the brain, may be performed without giving rise 
to pain after the recovery from the operation; and after 
the section of a part of the nervous system, the resulting 
degenerative changes are painless.” 

It is only by comparison with operations in the human 
subject that conclusions can be drawn as to the resultant 
pain and suffering in animals. It is well known by those 
engaged in general and surgical practice that grave 
discomfort frequently results after an external wound has 
healed, necessitating morphia iniections or sedatives. 
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The unhappy fact is that speechless animals cannot 
express their feelings, and the class from which Inspectors 
are selected are the very last to be likely to understand 
their habits or interpret their sensations. As a rule, 
Home Office Inspectors have had little or no experience 
in general or surgical practice; they are usually laboratory 
workers or one-time Medical Officers of Health, whose 
experience in such matters is very slight. 

4. “In no case has a cutting operation more severe than a 
superficial venesection been allowed to be performed 
without anesthetics.” 

Even granted that the anesthesia was complete in 
every case (and this is not easily ascertained where an 
animal is rigidly bound in its specially adapted trough) 
there is much preliminary terror to a sensitive creature 
which is incapable of understanding why it is being 
subjected to this indignity against its will. 

5. ‘‘The experiments included in Table III. (B), 168,653 in 
number, are all performed without anwsthetics. They are 
mostly inoculations, but some are feeding experiments, 
or the administration of various substances by the mouth 
or by inhalation, or by external application, or the 
abstraction of blood by puncture or simple venesection.” 

And, once again, comes the special pleading :— 

“In no instance has a certificate dispensing with the use of 
anesthetics been allowed for an experiment involving a 
serious operation.” 

All this specious attempt to hoodwink the public by 
the Chief Inspector of the Home Office, who constitutes 
himself the Chief Apologist for the Vivisector, is con- 
siderably discounted by his further explanation concerning 
the inoculations :— 


“The experiment lasts during the whole time from the admin- 


istration of the drug, or injection, until the animal recovers | 


from the effects, if any, or dies, or is killed, a period possibly 
extending over several days, or even weeks. The substance 
administered may give rise to poisoning, or set up a condition of 
disease, either of which may lead to a fatal termination.” 


The best commentary upon the above official admission 
is that uttered by Dr. George Wilson, LL.D., in his 
Presidential Address at the Annual Meeting of the State 
Medicine Section of Medical Congress in 1899 :— 


“I admit in the operation of injecting a virus, whether 
cultivated or not, there may be little or no pain, but the 
cruelty does not lie in the operation itself, which is per- 
mitted to be performed without anaesthetics, but in the 
after-effects. Whether so-called toxins (poisons) are in- 
jected under the skin, into the peritoneum, into the cranium, 
under the dura mater, into the pleural cavity, into the veins, 
eyes or other organs—and all these methods are ruthlessly 
practised—there is the long-drawn-out agony. The animal so 
innocently operated on may have to live days, weeks or 


the whole of thistime. In cases of prolonged action of an 
injected substance, even when ending fatally, the animal 

is generally apparently well, and takes its food as usual, 

until a short time before death. The state of illness may 

only last a very few hours, and in some cases it is not 
observed at all.” 

Let it be remembered this is an experiment. What 
effect it may produce in the animal’s body nobody knows. 
A mean advantage is taken of a helpless creature, to inflict 
upon it an injury to which the Inspector, who writes so 
glibly about it, would not be prepared to submit himself. 


of 


He quotes the conditions attached to the granting of 
the special Certificates A and B as a further proof of the 
merciful nature of these operations :— 

7. ‘“Ifan animal, after and by reason of any of the said experi- 
ments, is found to be suffering severe pain which is likely to 
endure, such animal shall forthwith be painlessly killed.” _ 

There are three clauses giving discretionary power to the 
Inspector. (1) He need not order the animal to be killed 
unless “‘the main result of the experiment has been 
obtained.” (2) ‘If suffering severe pain which is likely 
to endure,”’ it may be killed whether the main result 
has been attained or not. (3) If “‘suffering considerable 
pain,’’ it may be killed at once. 


? 


Thus the possibility and probability of “pain” is 
admitted—pain, both “‘severe”’ and “‘considerable.”” The 
animal must wait until the Inspector arrives and his 
attention is drawn to the fact, and it is then left to him 
to interpret the degree of pain that is being endured by 
a poor creature which cannot express its feelings in arti- 
culate language! Surely, if ever proof were provided of 
the farcical nature of the whole process of inspection 
under the well-named “Cruelty to Animals Act,” it is 
seen in the Report of the Chief Inspector. 


Of what these experiments consist, we are left unin- 
formed. They are carried on behind closed doors, and it 
is only by chance that we come to know the extent of the 
cruelty which has been practised. An Advisory Com- 
mittee informs the Home Secretary what experiments 
should be allowed, and the first name on the list of that 
Committee is that of Sir John Rose Bradford, whose | 
notorious experiments in cutting out piecemeal the 
kidneys of fox terriers have been so frequently alluded to. 

In the past year a total of 177,815 experiments have 
been performed. More than 8,000 were carried out by 
12 licencees in cancer experiments.. And at the end of 
all this welter of blood and torture; I challenge the vivi- 
sectors or the Chief Home Office Inspector (although ~ 
he would at once say it is not his province) to point to 


one single scientific fact that has been gleaned, or one 
solitary benefit to animal or man that has been obtained. — 

It has been a long and horrible, cowardly record of © 
ruthless, legalised cruelty upon patient creatures without 
one redeeming point of useful result that can be claimed 
in its defence. Even if something useful had been 
gained, it would still be a practice that is immoral, 
wicked and defenceless. 


months, with no anaesthetic to assuage its sufferings and 
nothing but death to relieve.” ‘ 

This manly, outspoken deliverance compares favourably 
with the cringing, hesitating, apologetic utterance of the | 
official mouthpiece of the Home Office and its vivisecting 
fraternity. 


The special pleading continues :— 
6. “It must not be assumed that the animal is in pain during 
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TAUGHT BY A ZULU. 


HE following story was 
: contained in a_ letter 
#2. posted to us from Dur- 
“€ ban, Natal, in March 
this year. It conveys 
such a moral that 
we wrote to our 
correspondent (a 
stranger to us) ask- 
ing his permission 
to publish it. This 
he has now granted, 
adding, “I do not 
desire notoriety, and if names could be omitted I would 
prefer it.” We respect his modesty; although we are 
impelled to add that, if ever fame—which has a rather 
different significance from “notoriety” — were deserved, 
he deserves it, for a reason which we will append at the 
close of the story. He writes: 

A PERSONAL EXPERIENCE. 

“T have the great misfortune 

of being compelled to work 
in a ‘germ-hunter’ laboratory. 
But you may rest assured that 
it is not of my own free will. 
Unfortunately, my father had me 
trained as a bacteriological assist- 
ant. It sounds important, doesn’t 
it? These big words ; 
“At first I did not realise how 
unscientific vivisection is. It 
caused me some qualms at first, 
to have to stick a needle into a poor 
protesting guinea-pig. I put it 
down to squeamishness which had 
to be crushed, for I wished to 
succeed in my work till I should 
be able to choose an outdoor 
vocation. 

“In time I became quite callous. 
That is, callous for one of my 
temperament. I once had the 
honour of being told that I would 
never stick a knife into an animal 
for nothing! I should hope not! ! 

“But one day I woke up to 
the iniquity of it all. A Zulu— 
yes, a Zulu, ‘black savage, nigger,’ etc., etc., for 
there are numerous epithets used for and towards these 
Magnificent savages—a Zulu, I say, employed at the South 
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African Institute for Medical Research (another fulsome, 


though rather meaningless and certainly false, phrase), 
who loved and loves me, checked me in time from utterly 


degrading myself. 


_“T speak a bit of Zulu, and loved and was loved by all 


the blacks employed in the building to do the menial 
work. He, therefore, was able to address me without 


arousing the animosity of the other Europeans. 

“A certain antidote for snake-bite had been sent in 
to be tested, and a large puff-adder was being goaded 
into biting various hapless guinea-pigs thrust into the 
cage. It disgusted me at first to see how the others 
_gloated over the whole business. I half wished one of 
them would get bitten too. Soon, however, even I fell 
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under the spell and couldn’t resist the temptation to 
watch, to see how the dreaded snake strikes. 

‘My friend, a heathen, a benighted heathen, despised, 
came to me and took me away. He told me ‘it is wrong,’ 
and I felt ashamed for having gone so far. He didn’t 
care about the rest, but I, whom they, the ‘boys,’ loved, 
must not befoul myself with such practices. I saw where 
I was going. 

‘Gradually in the Johannesburg Public Library I came 
to know and read the ABOLITIONIST. At first I thought it 
all wrong. But in time I gradually felt there must be 
something in it. 

“In Durban here I read this excellent little paper 
regularly at the library. Unfortunately, I do not yet 
see my way to getting out of the lab. Unemployment is 
rife, and one cannot quarrel with one’s bread and 
buttezaesaee. 

“Fortunately, thank God, I have no animal experiments 
to do here [i.e., at the Natal 
Pathological Laboratory]. That 
was one reason I took the oppor- 
tunity of leaving the Institute. 
I have quite a deal of vaccine 
work, but absolutely refuse to take 
one myself. ... I continually 
condemn vaccines after working 
hours. Indeed, there is one ad- 
vantage of doing this work. I 
find myself able to impress quite 
considerably that type of indi- 
vidual who must have 
‘authority’ !”’ 

We have given the letter just 
as it reached us, with a few 
unimportant deletions; a human 
document, written spontaneously, 
for our private information. 

THE SEQUEL OF THE STORY. 

Now for the sequel. This fine 
young man, engaged to be married 
and with relatives more or less 
dependent upon him, nevertheless 
made the great venture of faith. 
In a later letter, he tells us that 
the laboratory became intolerable 
to him. He wrote to his parents 
explaining matters, and says, --_ 
“If they had made an appeal, I might have felt constrained to hold 
out a little longer. But your pamphlets clinched the matter 
finally and definitely. Even my doctor had seemed a bit disgusted 
at some of the things that happen . . . and on occasion. had 
remarked that ‘After all, it (vaccine) is a poison’; but again, 
he would bring forward statistics and evidencelof its use. Dr. 
Hadwen finished that.” ; i 

Fortunately, prospects had begun to be a little brighter 
at home, and we gather that our correspondent foresaw: a 
chance of working on the land. He went straight to the 
doctor above alluded to and announced his intention 
to give up bacteriological work. This was more than 
the doctor had reckoned tor; he attempted argument, 
but 


“soon relapsed into a stony and slightly contemptuous silence. 
That is what they are told to do, never to answer their accusers 
but to maintain a ‘dignified’ silence and ignore anyone audacious 
enough to query their ‘authority.’” 


The die was cast. 
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Our friend gives us some details of the experiments 
carried on. 

“It will interest—and astound—you to know that, 
to my knowledge, there is absolutely no control whatsoever 
of vivisection in South Africa. In the Institute they 
use mice and guinea-pigs galore. I myself have had to 
do guinea-pig inoculation for T.B., and that without 
supervision. The only supervision is by the storeman, 
who curses if too many animals are used! 

‘I have personally observed experiments on rabbits 
where the creature was ‘chloroformed,’ had a hole bored 
in its forehead and then some stuff for sleeping-sickness 
introduced. Of course it was left to recover! 

‘Horses, dogs, rats, mice, guinea-pigs, rabbits, a cat 
(for botulinus), monkeys, are all used. Dogs are 
used for tape-worm, monkeys for Bilharzia. The Insti- 
tute had a special film taken for Wembley. Therein is a 
disgusting scene of a frantic white rat compelled to paddle 
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in Bilharzia infected water for one hour. I wonder if it 
was shown! Feeding experiments have been done on 
guinea-pigs in connection with scurvy. They were 
discontinued on account of expense. And the peculiar 
thing is that most of these experiments are done by 
women, or the assistants are women. My chum had 
to ‘do’ some T.B. experiments on guinea-pigs and he 
was disgusted. The women, however, are always so 
hinterested. «trun 

Our correspondent, although he has his own future 
life to shape, intends to devote all his spare energies to 
propagandist work for our Cause. Perhaps the sacrifice 
that he has made for conscience’ sake may have some 
effect in revealing to the rulers and devotees of the labor- 
atory the intense repugnance created in a sensitive soul 
by the kind of work required there. It is significant, 
however, that that repugnance was first realised in the 
simple consciousness of the Zulu. 


— 


Che League of Nafions and Vivisection. 


R. RODENHURST, hon. secretary of our New- 
M castle Branch, sends us the following corres- 
pondence for publication :— 


30, Kingswood Avenue, 
To the Secretary, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
The League of Nations. July 18, 1925. 
Dear Sir,—A drawing-room meeting of persons interested in the 
League of Nations was held, by kind permission of Mrs. Grey, at 
Grosvenor House, Jesmond, Newcastle, on Tuseday, 14th inst. 


The meeting was addressed by Dr. W. R. Hadwen, and was open 


to all present for free discussion of the policy of the League of 
Nations in regard to Vivisection. 

The general feeling of the meeting was one of regret that the 
League of Nations should have thought fit to take under its auspices 
a practice involving the torture of innumerable animals all over 
Europe and America. 

May I draw your attention to this matter? 

Iam, yours faithfully, 
L. H. C. RODENHURST. 
15, Grosvenor Crescent, 
London, S.W.1. 
L. H. C. Rodenhurst, Esq. July 22, 1925. 

Dear Sir,—We are interested to learn from your letter of July 18 
of the meeting to discuss the policy of the League of Nations with 
regard to Vivisection that was held just a week ago. While we 
cannot help but appreciate in a measure the feelings of your people, 
we have to accept the testimony of the majority of the medical 
profession in different countries, who agree that it is best to treat 
certain diseases with antitoxic sera, and so long as this is done, 
it is essential that a uniform standard should be discovered and 
used in the preparation of the sera. As the preparation of the 
sera is undertaken by laboratories in various countries, the question 
is an international one, and as such must be discussed internation- 
ally, it thus falls naturally within the scope of the Health Section 
of the League. 

The simple truth is that when there is a great international 
campaign against some particular disease, and each nation con- 
tributes its best doctors, and those doctors determine together on a 
particular course of action, it is next door to an impossibility for 
any lay body to intervene and overrulethem. In addition, there 
is certainly not a majority to be found in the Assembly of the 
League, which is likely to condemn the use of sera. The League 
is only a method by which governments meet and co-operate, and 
no individuals can overrule a government, though of course every- 
one has the right to criticise and protest. It would indeed be 
strange if human beings were to regard this standardisation of 
sera as so great an evil that they would rather withdraw their 
efforts to prevent the world again being thrown into war, than 
support the League of Nations, which on this side issue of its main 
work feels compelled to accept the views of the majority of the 
medical profession rather than those of the Anti-vivisection Society. 

Yours faithfully, 
A. J.C. FRESHWATER, 
Deputy Secretary. 


| 


30, Kingswood Avenue, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. 


The Deputy Secretary, July 27, 1925. 
League of Nations Union, 


London, S.W.1. 


Dear Sir,—I thank you for your letter (G3194/31284), which I 
have read with interest. ; 


You say that the standardisation of sera is an international 
question. Even so, it is an international question for a small 
class only—a class composed chiefly of vivisectors—and it seems to 
me that it might well have been left to those who had to try to 
answer it to do so under their own auspices. It is certainly 
deplorable that the League of Nations should have become in any 
way associated with a practice which is so inhuman as that of 
Vivisection. Not only is it impossible to conceive that Vivisection 
can be of any use in the “ prevention of wars,” but, on the face of 
it, it appears more calculated to promote the feelings of selfishness 
and cruelty which are apt to engender warfare. As the Times 
has said: “‘When cruelty to animals has disappeared from the 
earth, cruelty to man will have disappeared with it.” 

The fact that ‘‘the majority of the medical profession” are agreed 
about a certain treatment does not necessarily prove that it is the 
best; history shows that doctors have been practically unanimously 
in favour of certain treatments, since discarded, which were then 
pronounced the best, although it is now universally admitted that 
they were the worst! 

Sera and vaccines are constantly being changed; no serum has 
yet stood the test of time—probably, none ever will. The very 


nature of this system is one of experimentation and alteration. 


Does it not, then, seem a farce to spend so much time and money 
on the standardisation of something which, by its nature, must 
necessarily be unstable and lacking in permanency? 

It is the few medical men, who, having reason to doubt the 
efficacy of inoculation, and having decided to watch events, see 
most clearly that their confréves are working on the wrong lines. 
And, of course, all healthy-minded persons, who know anything 


about the subject, have a natural aversion to the injection of these 


products of vivisection into their bodies, as well as a feeling of 


; 


indignation that this cowardly and cruel practice should still be 
permitted. Even if it were proved beyond the shadow of a doubt 
that we had derived physical benefit from Vivisection, it would 


still be morally unjustifiable. 


It is, therefore, to be regretted 


that the League of Nations should have taken under its auspices — 
} 


this immoral practice. 
I am, yours faithfully, 
Leo. H. C. RoDENHuRsT. 


PAYING GUEST WANTED.—A lady living in a beautiful 
part of Kent (near Dover) would be glad to receive another 
lady as paying guest. Lovely walks and views, lawn. 
Vegetarian diet. Terms, two guineas per week.—Apply, 
M.S., Anti-Vivisection Society, 32, Charing Cross, S.W.1. 
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OUR APPEAL FOR THE VANS. 


FIRST “PRESENTATION VAN VAN” RECEIVED. 


E are pleased to announce that 
we have had a response to the 


Carey have sent us the required 
makes them both life -members. 


thanks, and greatly appreciate 


position to order a van for themselves, will be able 


Carey, C.B.E., R.N., and Mrs. | 


| 


suggestion made in our July | 
issue, that donors of £150 should | 
come forward as providers of | 
propaganda vans. Captain W. | 


| 


| 


sum, adding a donation which | 
We accord them our heartiest | 
their gift, for it means that | 


certain Branches not yet fed- 
erated, or in a strong enough | 


to secure this “free-lance” van, which will be sent | 


wherever it is most urgently needed. We have 


placed the order with the makers, and hope that | 


it will soon be on the road. 
The following donations have been received for 


the vans up to August 17:— S500; 
Amount already received oe LOL R76 
Anon., per the Unitarian Soc. 15 0 0 
Appleton, Mrs. .. a a 5-07.50 
Bath Branch we ea es 5 0 0 
Beves, Miss 425 1 0 0O 
Carey, Capt. and Mrs. 150 0 0O 
Champlin, Mme. de 2 0 0 
Clarke, Miss R. M. 5 0 0 
Godfrey, C. M., Esq... 0 2 0 
Green, H. Worledge, eae On 5.6 
Hanford, Miss E. A. 2 0 0 
Headley, Lady 10 0 0 
Lucas, Miss A. A. 1010 0O 
Morris, Miss B. C. 010 O 
Oldfield, Miss M. B. O52 6 
Potter, Miss D. M. 0 2 6 
Preston, Mrs. 0 5 0 
Reed, Mrs. .. 0 5 0 
Reed, Miss P. M. 010 0 

Richards, C. Edgcome, sq. 33 
F.R.C.O. 1 0 0 
Salmon, Miss E. G. - ae 2 OG 20 
Tweedale, C., Esq. Sts stn 25)).0750 
Tweedale, Mrs. Violet .. we 25 0 0 
£421 19 6 


In addition, the following sums have been obtained 
by our Manchester Branch towards the van so 


% 


From July 4 to August 12. 


So 
No 


Anonymous, Southport . 

Armitage, Miss V. D. (per North - 
wich Branch) Ay 

Brighouse, Miss H. C. 

Butcher, Mrs. C. .. 

Crabtree, Miss Alice 

Curry, Miss Sadie 

Chatterton, Miss Dorothy 

Davies, Miss Ogleby 

Dyer, Mrs. 3 

Ellison, Mrs. (Warrington) 

Foster, Miss A. E. M. me 

Franklin, Miss (per Mrs. Seaton) 

Grundy, Mrs. : 7 : 

Garnett, Miss G. M. 

Gibbs, E. C. and E. D. 

Griffiths, Mr. 

Griffiths, Mrs. 

Griffiths, Miss 

Gibson, Mrs. 

Hopwood, Mrs. 

Hurst, Mrs. D. A. 

Jenkins, Miss M. M. 

Lewis, Miss 

Mack, Miss : 

Marsden, Miss K. E. 

Owen, Mrs. 

Papi, Miss N. 

Powell, Miss Bessie 

Pennell, Miss H. 

Pennell, Miss M. .. 

Riley, Miss 

Shaw, Mrs. J. 

Sloan, Mr. E. 

Somerville, Mrs. 

Sympathy . 

Umpleby, Mr. E. N : 

Wilson, Mr. V. 

Whiteside, M. 


EES 
coongmeo 
o— 


—" 


— 


— 
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eagerly looked forward to in the important area 
covered by their activities. 


HUMANE EDUCATION VAN FUND. 


Mis 


wWwloocooooeocooococoencocooeoscoqncncocoooeecaqnnaqocoooocooconcoccocco 


N.B.—£100 is also definitely promised by “A Friend.” 


Note—The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection ts the largest Anti-vivisection Society in this country. The 
Monthly ‘‘ Chronicle” given inthis paper shows tts steady and ceaseless activity. Most ofits workers are volunteers. 


More members are urgently needed to enable the Society to cope with the demands for propaganda which it receives daily. 
Those desiring to benefit the British Union by legacies are asked to note its correct title and address. 
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A ‘MORNING POST” CORRESPONDENCE. 


MAJOR AUSTIN ON SMALLPOX EPIDEMICS. . 


HE Morning Post is one of the few 
London newspapers which some- 
times grant hospitality to letters 
representing the “‘ unorthodox”’ side 


duce the following correspondence 
from its columns for the benefit 
of our readers. It is to be hoped 
that other organs of the Press will 
follow the fine example in fairness 
set by the Editor. 


(From the “‘ Morning Post,” July 16.) 
VACCINATION. 
The Claim for Sanitation. 
To the Editor of the ‘“‘ Morning Post.” 

Si1r,—lIn the article ‘‘ Anti-vaccination Danger” which appeared 
in the Morning Post of the 11th of July, ‘‘a London doctor” makes 
a statement to which I trust you will let me reply. He says the 
seriousness of the anti-vaccinists’ position lies in the fact that 
“they deter other people from receiving the benefits which all 
scientists know do attend vaccination.” The italics are mine. 

Students of the ‘‘History and Pathology of Vaccination,” a 
monumental work of two volumes, by Dr. E. M. Crookshank, 
Professor of Comparative Pathology and Bacteriology, King’s 
College, London, can find no scientific evidence for vaccination. 
Official classification of patients at smallpox hospitals in this 
country and abroad, into “vaccinated,” “‘unvaccinated,” and 
“no statement,” proves that vaccination does not render a person 
immune to smallpox infection. There are official figures avail- 
able of smallpox epidemics in this country and Germany, between 
the years 1852 and 1894, showing over 100,000 vaccinated attacks. 

When Brigade Surgeon Nash was examined before the Royal 
Commission, he agreed (Q.3559) that Army vaccination and re- 
vaccination was as perfect as endeavours could make it, yet he 
handed in a list of 3,952 cases of smallpox in vaccinated and 
re-vaccinated soldiers, with 391 deaths. 

The last big epidemic of bad and fatal smallpox in England 
occurred in 1871-2, when the percentage of vaccinations to the 
population was up to 974. Yet over 44,000 cases died. Since 
then we have had the Public Health Act, and more than half the 
population is now “unprotected.” For years past official records 
show that more have died from vaccination than smallpox. 

The present epidemic of smallpox is the mildest ever known. 
Indeed, it is so mild that it has been thought wise by some to give 
it another name. The fact is, severe smallpox is essentially a 
disease due to insanitary conditions, and its control is entirely 
due to improved hygienic measures, which we owe to the splendid 
work of our Medical Officers of Health. But, as Dr. Crookshank 
truly says in his “History and Pathology of Vaccination” : 

“Unfortunately belief in the efficacy of vaccination has been so 
enforced on the education of the Medical profession that it is hardly 
probable that the futility of the practice will be generally acknow- 
ledged in our generation, though nothing would more redound to 
the credit of the profession and give evidence of the advances made 
in pathology and sanitary science.” 

Yours, etc., 
REGINALD F. E. Austin, 

London, Major, R.A.M.C., Retired. 


July 11. 


(From the “ Morning Post,” July 22.) 
VACCINATION. 
“De Jure” and “De Facto.” 
To the Editor of the ‘‘ Morning Post.” 

S1tr,—Major Austin, in his letter in to-day’s issue of the Morning 
Post, states that “the last big epidemic of bad and fatal smallpox 
in England occurred in 1871-2, when the percentage of vaccinations 
to the population was up to 973.” This figure may be true of 
those vaccinated de jure, but probably very misleading with regard 
to those vaccinated de facto. , 


in medical controversies. We repro- | : wo So 
P _ therefore were merely inoculated with the dust from his waistcoat 


_ pocket! 
| is now impossible, as only pure lymph is obtainable, arm to arm 
| vaccination is abolished, and “points” are no longer used. 


In 1895 or 1896 I attended as a medical student a course of 
instruction in vaccination, and remember the lecturer telling the 
class that years before he had met a medical man who used “ivory 
points” for arm to arm vaccination. He found that it was unneces- 
sary to recharge his ‘‘point” with fresh lymph, and after use put 
it in his pocket until he wanted to use it again. His patients 
This, 


Yet they were vaccinated de jure! of course, 


Another cause of de juve vaccinations has been due to lack of 
supervision immediately after vaccination. It is well known to 
everyone who has done vaccinations in bulk that, given the oppor- 
tunity, large numbers of men will attempt to suck all the lymph 
from the vaccination scarring as soon as they leave the consulting 
room, and there is a good deal of other evidence to show that in 
the past vaccinations have often been slovenly and unsatisfactory. 

I therefore suggest to Major Austin that it would be better to 
consider the pan-epidemic of 1900 to 1901, as this was severe 
enough to satisfy in every way all reasonable men, and that the 
carefully compiled statistics of the cases (e.g., in London and in 


Glasgow) show very clearly that vaccination is in very fact a — 


prevention of this serious disease. 

I should also like to suggest to non-medical readers, who are in 
doubt, that they should read the arguments in authoritative 
text-books such as ‘‘Infectious Diseases,” by C. B. Ker.—Yours, 
etc., R. Loy WILcox, 

Late Senior A.M.O., M.A.B. Fever Hospitals. 
Junior Constitutional Club, Piccadilly, W.1. 


July 16. 


(From the “‘ Morning Post, July 25.) 
To the Editor of the ‘‘ Morning Post.” 


S1r,—Dr. Wilcox, in his letter in to-day’s issue of the Morning 
Post, tells me that the carefully compiled statistics of the cases 
in the London and Glasgow pan-epidemic of smallpox in 1901-1902, 
“show very clearly that vaccination is in very fact a prevention 
of this serious disease.” The reports of the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board for the years in question show that cases of smallpox treated 
on the hospital ships were classified: ‘‘ Vaccination cicatrices 
present, ” ‘‘ Vaccination, evidence inconclusive, ” and“ Vaccination, 
cicatrices absent.” 

The London smallpox epidemic of 1901-2: Total cases, 9,659; 
total deaths, 1,629. Vaccination cicatrices present: Cases, 
6,945; deaths, 705. It will be seen that the vaccinated cases 
numbered over seven-teuths of the total cases and the vaccinated 
deaths numbered close on half the total deaths. Clearly, then, 
the London pan-epidemic of 1901-2 does not give support to the 
belief that vaccination prevents smallpox, or mitigates the disease. 

The same is true of the smallpox epidemic in Glasgow. Here 
are the official figures: 

The Glasgow smallpox epidemic of 1901-2: Total cases, 1,810; 
total deaths, 238. Vaccinated cases, 1,642; deaths, 150. It 
will be noted that the unvaccinated cases were only 168 less than 
the total number of vaccinated, yet the number of deaths in the 
vaccinated class exceeded by more than a half the total deaths. 

With regard to Dr. Wilcox’s statement that men suck the 
vaccine from the wounds as soon as they leave the consulting-room, 
such persons, if they contracted smallpox, would be counted as 
unvaccinated, as doctors in smallpox hospitals depend on vaccina- 
tion scars in their classification of the patients. I have already 
shown that such careful classification resulted in the London 
outbreak of 1901-2 in over seven-tenths of the cases being put in 
the vaccinated class. 

If Dr. Loy Wilcox’s description of the kind of vaccine that was 
used in this country down to the year 1898 is correct then it cannot 
have been vaccination that stamped out smallpox. Smallpox 
did undoubtedly decline after the passing of the Public Health 
Act of 1875, and after the general introduction of isolation in 
1885 it was never again a serious disease in England. Dr. Wilcox 
himself shows that this decline was not due to vaccination.— 
Yours, etc., REGINALD F. E. AUSTIN, 

Major, R.A.M.C., Retired, 
London, July 22, 


ee 
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(From the ‘‘ Morning Post,” July 29.) 
To the Editor of the ‘‘ Morning Post.” 

S1r,—I shall be grateful if you will allow me very briefly to 
reply to Major Austin’s letter published in the Morning Post on 
the 25th. Total numbers and general averages in statistics are 
really of little value, since they often tend rather to distort than 
to elucidate facts, and I suggest that those given by Major Austin 
are no exception to this general rule. 


a text-book in which he would find statistics dealt with in detail; 
or he might study the official report (readily obtainable) of any 
epidemic in which he was especially interested. 

If he spent an hour in making “graphs” from the various tables 
he would find the result fascinating, instructive and definite. 
The subject is too long to be dealt with in a letter, and it is quite 
unnecessary to attempt to do so as all the details are readily 
obtainable. 
can prove nothing; if any knowledge is worth having it is also 
worth a little trouble and thought to obtain.—Yours, etc., 

R. Loy WILtcox, 
Late Seniov A.M.O., M.A.B. Fever Hospitals. 
Junior Constitutional Club, Piccadilly, July 27. 


It is for this reason that I | 
suggested in my former letter that anyone in doubt should consult | 


Bald statements as to totals and general averages | 
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(From the “ Morning Post,” July 31.) 
To the Editor of the ‘‘ Morning Post.” 


Sir,—In my letter, published in the Morning Post on the 25th 
July, I proved from official figures, that in the London smallpox 


| epidemic of 1901-2, the vaccinated cases numbered over seven- 


tenths of the total cases, and the vaccinated deaths numbered close 
on half the total deaths. Also that in the Glasgow smallpox 
epidemic of the same period, nine-tenths of the total cases occurred 
in the vaccinated, and more than half the total deaths were also 
in the vaccinated class. 

To these damaging figures, which show that vaccination is not 
a preventive of smallpox, let alone of death from the disease, the 
only answer Dr. Wilcox can give is to tell your readers to study a 
text-book in which statistics are dealt with in detail. 

I am well aware of the tables to which Dr. Wilcox refers. They 
cannot be looked upon as official, nor are they of the slightest 
value for getting at the truth, since they lead one to believe that 
the unvaccinated died in far greater numbers than the vaccinated, 


| which in face of the carefully compiled official figures is obviously 


absurd.—Yours, etc., 
London. REGINALD F. E. AUSTIN, 
July, 29. Major, R.A.M.C., Retived. 


Lt.-Commander Kenworthy. 

Our readers will no doubt have noted the brave rescue 
of two ladies from drowning, recently achieved by our 
Parliamentary representative, Lt.-Commander Ken- 
worthy, when abroad. He was heartily cheered when he 
rose to ask one of his innumerable questions in the House 
of Commons on his return. 


“Discoveries” Lead to Cruelty. 

Every alleged “discovery” of medical science, falsely 
so called, means a great impetus to vivisection. The 
recent claims of Dr. Gye and Mr. Barnard have simply 
created imitators of their work, probably in every 
civilised country. Thus the Philadelphia Public Ledger 
of July 20 announces— 

“Experiments will begin this week in the Philadelphia General 
Hospital to test out the claims of British scientists who believe 
they have discovered the cause of cancer. . . . The tests to be 
made will include attempts to produce cancer in mice and chickens 
by the methods used and described by Dr. William E. Gye and 
other British investigators.” 

Even if Dr. Gye had proved his case, assuredly no 

vivisector could resist the temptation to torture some 
animals on his own account! 
- The same paper makes the startling announcement, 
which we have not seen in our own Press, that ‘‘ British 
_ physicians” are looking forward to the calling out of 
volunteers to test Dr. Gye’s “‘new cancer serum’’—which 
is not yet produced—and that these volunteers will be 
‘first inoculated with “‘the vaccine” and afterwards with 
“live cancer germs”! And we are called upon to admire 
these hypothetical martyrs. 

Of course, the whole story is invented by the Press 
representative who cabled it to America. If such a 
foolish experiment were contemplated, it would probably 
be forbidden by law; and the absurdity of supposing 
that a treatment can be tested better by its action upon 
an inoculated disease than upon the natural disease is 
obvious. There are plenty of unenlightened and credulous 
cancer sufferers who would be only too glad to try any 
- new inoculation, and there would at least be no cruelty 
_ to them in letting them do it, whereas to risk infecting 
a healthy person with cancer would be a wicked act. 


Cancer Research Cruelties. 
We read in the Times of July 23 :— 


“A few months ago, Dr. Leitch, of the Cancer Hospital, was 
able to show that ordinary stones, when placed in the gall-bladder 
of the guinea-pig, an animal not naturally susceptible to cancer, 
may set up this disease.” 

Casual references of this kind give an idea of the cruelty 


_ of the experiments carried on incessantly under the name 


of ‘Cancer Research.” 


The Gye-Barnard Cancer Claim. 

The New York Times of July 19 published a lengthy 
article by Dr. F. C. Wood, Director of the Institute of 
Cancer Research, Columbia University, from which we 
quote the following :— 

“Looking at the question from a general point of view, while we 
are waiting for Dr. Gye to publish all he knows, it is interesting 
to consider what will be the effect upon the general problem of 
cancer, especially from the human aspect, if Dr. Gye’s work 
proves sound. Does it imply that in the near future cancer is 
going to cease to be the worst plague which afflicts the human race ? 
Unfortunately, the answer must be, No. 

“In the first place, Gye’s work has been done on one tumour 
of the chicken, and chickens have their own peculiar type of 
tumours, just as do dogs and cats, and mice and rats, and these 
tumours differ among themselves, and differ also in some respects 
from tumours which occur in human beings, so that what might be 
true for chickens would not necessarily be true for dogs and cats 
or mice or human beings.” 


Referring to past claims of the discovery of causative 
germs, Dr. Wood writes :— 

“There is not only a very stately array of bacteria which have 
been isolated from cancers of both human beings and animals, 
and valiantly defended by their discoverers as the final cause of 
the disease, but there are also a large number of other diseases 
in connection with which organisms have been found (some of 
them filterable), and yet as the years pass we are not certain 
which germ does the mischief.” 

It is refreshing to find this note of scepticism and 
caution on the part of any medical writer, for the tendency 
in this country has been to fall at the feet of Dr. Gye 
and acclaim him at once as the discoverer of the “* cancer 
germ’? in spite of the fact that he has only succeeded in 
producing a chicken sarcoma, and not the carcinoma of 
the type from which his human material was derived. 
Dr. Wood adds that ‘‘even assuming a germ or germs 
should be found, which despite the difficulties mentioned 
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could explain the beginning of a cancer, the cancer will 
so on independently of the germ, and it is the cancer, 
not the germ, that we are fighting.” 

While highly sceptical of the idea that cancer could be 
a germ disease at all, Dr. Wood joins to some extent in 
the chorus of appreciation of Dr. Gye’s work; but it is 
clear that he looks elsewhere for real advance. He tells 
us that in some children “‘just after birth, highly malignant 
cancers in the abdominal cavity are sometimes found, 
made up of brain cells and muscle cells, in a position 
where there can be no brain and there can be no muscle. 
It is unthinkable that a germ can make brain and muscle 
grow where no such structures have existed. Evidently 
such a tumour is produced by some malformation occur- 
ring at a very early stage of embryonic existence.” 

Those who heard Dr. Hadwen’s reply to a question 
put at our Social on June 26 will recognise the close 
agreement existing between his theory of cancer causation 
and that which this experienced American cancer worker 
has now published. 


A Fifty Years’ “Carrier.” 


Not for the first time, a person 
has been accused of causing 
typhoid by infection 50 years after 
suffering from it. The allegation 
was made in the report of Dr. 
J. Parlane Kinloch, M.O.H. for 
Aberdeen, and reported in the 
Aberdeen Evening Express of July 
18. The‘‘carrier,’?a woman of 67, 
who had had typhoid in 1874, 
had been suspected of originating 
another case in 1914, but ‘“‘the 
examination proved negative.” 
This time, when a woman living 
in the same house contracted 
typhoid, she was again examined 
and “‘typhoid bacilli were found.” 
Apart from the fact that what is 
known as the typhoid bacillus is a 
common inhabitant of the intes- 
tine, it seems rather hard upon 
this innocent woman to accuse her 
of having made the other ill, for 
there is equal reason to suppose 
that she might have acquired the germs from her sick 
neighbour. But a “‘suspect”’ has to be run to earth! 


es 


Modern Vivisection. 

The Journal of Experimental Medicine for November 24, 
1924, relates some experiments which consisted in dropping 
mustard oil into the eyes of cats and rabbits. It might 
well be supposed that for so cruel an experiment the eye 
would at least be treated with a local anesthetic. It 
was—but there must always be some “‘control animals,” 
or it may be “control eyes,” to show what would happen 
if the anesthetic were not used. Thus we read: 


‘‘The mustard oil was not applied until the conjunctiva was 
definitely anesthetic when tested with a piece of fine copper wire—” 


(Which suggests some attempts with copper wire while 
sensitiveness remained; it is admitted that “even 10 per 
cent. cocaine gives uncertain results.”’) 

“The animal did not wink, scream or show signs of pain when the 


mustard oil was applied to the anesthetised eye, but did so when 
it was applied to the control eye.” 


And again: 
“Three drops of the anesthetic were injected into the conjunctival 


if 


KEE SRE hh GOT THE GERM 
FROM THES CASE IN YouR NOUSE , MIGHT SUIT 
ZA \ SOME PEOPLE, BUT IT DOES N'T 
: SUIT ME. You HAD TYPHOID 


SO YEARS AGO, SO,ACCORDING 


sac of the anesthetised eye, aud this was repeated twice at 15- 
minute intervals. The lids and sclerze were found to be anesthe- 


| tised when touched with a copper wire; and the animals did not 


scream when the mustard oil was injected into the treated eye, as they 
did with the untreated.” 


These experiments must have involved considerable 
torture. ‘ 

Further torture of rabbits with insulin is recorded; 
also the effect of removing the thyroid and parathyroid 
glands of dogs in producing tetany. For many years 
these last experiments have persisted with every kind of 
variation. We get dreary tables revealing the state of 
the dogs, in which the words “‘severe tetany”’ and “‘ deep 
depression”’ constantly occur. The poor creatures, hav- 
ing survived a serious operation, are subjected to strange 
diets and the ever-ready inoculating syringe, until they 
reach the stage of “‘failure of appetite; emaciation; 
sunken eyes; low temperature’; and finally, death. 


Gas-Poison Experiments. 
Some of us appear to be too 
+ hopeful! In the Daily Sketch 
of November 17, 1921, Lord 
Lambourne, a Vice-President of 
the R.S.P.C.A., was reported as 


TO MY THEORY, YOU ARE A follows. He was speaking of the 
“CARRIER” AND WILL BE scheme, not then initiated, of 
A i establishing a research station on 

ASW Te: Salisbur i -pois 
\ 3 il) bee sbury Plain for gas-poison 

ST xperiments. 

; “If the facts are as stated I shall 
hf oppose the experiments with all the 
means in my power, and induce the 


public to go with me. On the question 
of principle, I am deadly opposed to it, 
and I am perfectly certain the majority 
of English people would never tolerate 
it fora minute. We should raise sucha 
cry as would bring any Government 
who proposed it to the ground.” 


Alas! where is that cry, and in 
what has it resulted? Truth made, 
we believe, the first protest; the 
Daily Sketch showed itself inter- 
ested; we inaugurated our Salis- 
bury Branch, and held a shop 
campaign. Our shop was visited 
by soldiers, who told us with anger 
and horror, how they were com- 
pelled to assist in this abomination. 
Their attitude, made manifest to us, has since been 
acknowledged by the vivisectors. Dr. Haldane, in his 
book, A Defence of Chemical Warfare, writes of the “‘con- 
tempt” which they do not hesitate to show—brave men! 


| 
H 
WS | 
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_—for those who conduct experiments on animals, even 


though these be their military superiors. Yet the horror 
goes on, involving the sacrifice of hundreds of animals 
yearly—and Governments stand. It even went on under 
a Labour Government, although the majority of that 
Party would probably have rejoiced to see it go. The 
reason is—the power of bureaucracy. All Governments 
are afraid of their permanent officials, who are ruled by the 
vivisectors. Expenditure on this class of research is in- 
creasing annually. The work is carried on at the carefully 
guarded Experimental Station at Porton. A couple of 
years ago it cost £80,000. During the present financial 
year (according to the London Letter writer of the Bolton 
Evening News, June 4) the bill will be £133,000—or 
£18,000 more than last year. There appears to be no 
reason why it should ever stop growing. Governments are 
easily imposed upon, and animals are cheap. 


¥ 
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A Woman Vivisector. 

The Evening Standard of August 11 publishes an inter- 
view with Miss H. Bainbridge, B.Sc., of the Wellcome 
Physiological Research Laboratories, Langley Court, 
Beckenham, who during 1924 performed 21,424 vivi- 
section experiments. We should have expected these to 
be, as appears from the first paragraph of her statement, 
mainly inoculations, but her further statement that she 
has to “‘obtain the pancreas” of animals appears to con- 
tradict it. We give the report as published. 

“My work is in connection with the acquisition of insulin for 
treatment of diabetes,” she said, ‘‘and none of the animals on 
which I operate are given anesthetics. They are not hurt at all, 
however, for the operation consists merely of an inoculation. 

“All sizes of animals come before me, from the ox, calf and sheep 

_ torabbits and dogs. My job is to obtain the pancreas, from which 
the insulin is obtained. 

“Of course, when I first took up the work I thought it would be 
rather gruesome, but I soon got used to it, and can now perform the 
operations without any adverse feeling. .. . 

“T sometimes have some difficulty in quieting the animals 
upon which I have to operate. Sometimes they are a bit restive, 
and have to be assured by kindness, as we are not allowed to 
administer anesthetics.” 

The last sentence seems to suggest that Miss Bainbridge 
would like to give-an anesthetic, but the Act which is 
popularly supposed to be such a boon to the animals 
frustrates this merciful wish! The ‘‘restiveness’’ of the 


_ poor creatures proves that they experience pain and fear, 


The Abolitionist. 


and the assertion that they are not “‘hurt,”’ while it may | 


_mean that they are not seriously injured, can, in face of 


that evidence, hardly indicate absence of sensation. | 


Miss Bainbridge may try a deceptive “‘kindness,”’ but 
this does not ‘‘assure’’ the victims against the result of 
her attentions. 


woman, and Miss Bainbridge’s statement that she has 


got so used to it that she now feels nothing merely signifies _ cases of life and death, should have a guarantee that they were of 


that she has grown hardened in the infliction of suffering, 
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to live long. it would be useless to suggest greater economy 
in“ working”’ ; to judge by the balance-sheet, a very small 
amount is spent on ordinary items of propaganda (only 
£17 5s. 84d. in postage), but the‘ lecturers”’ and “‘ editors”’ 
are not conspicuous, like those of the British Union, in 
doing ‘‘something for nothing’’—quite the contrary! 

Besides the Annual Meeting at which Dr. Lyster’s 
bogus **challenge”’ was made, only one meeting is reported, 
viz., an address to the Friends’ Adult School at St. Albans. 
The report begins with a naive tribute to the Friends for 
“examining the fvos and cons of most questions, and 
forming considered opinions,’ etc., which tribute is 
explained by the fact that the St. Albans Adult School 
had evidently pleased the Research Defence Society by 
arranging that its representative should speak a week 
after the visit of an anti-vivisection lecturer! 


League of Nations and Parliament. 

It is a little amusing to find that, while the League of 
Nations appears to shelve its responsibility on to the 
various Governments, the latter seem to take their cue 
from the League of Nations! Thus, we notice the fol- 
lowing Parliamentary decision, reported in the Times 
of July 25 :— 

THERAPEUTIC SUBSTANCES. 

The House went into Committee on the Therapeutic Substances 
Bill, Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Central, U.), Chairman of 
Committees, in the Chair. 

On Clause 1, 

SIR KINGSLEY WOOD, Parliamentary Secretary, Ministry of 
Health (Woolwich, W.), said the object of the Bill was to provide 
for the regulation of the manufacture, sale, and importation of 
vaccines, sera, and other therapeutic substances. At present there 


Pas _ was no power to test their strength or purity. The Bill was founded 
The work is indeed a gruesome employment for a | 


as everyone must do who takes the false moral step of | 


making it the business of life. 


The Queen and the Fly. 


_ During the latter half of July, the Press reported 
that Queen Mary, being shown a bluebottle fly which 
had been used for an apparently harmless experiment, 


_ was “concerned” as to whether it might be suffering, and | 
_asked that it should be killed, in order to secure it against | 
In view of the ease | 
with which Royal patronage is secured for schemes of | 


feeling any possible after-effects. 


A 


medical research (like cancer research) which involve | 
lengthened sufferings for the highest orders of animal | 


_ life, it seems a pity that the King, the Queen, and the 
_ Royal Family are not given the opportunity of examining 
in their cages victims more important than flies, instead 


of merely giving their names or presiding at meetings — 


where such things are kept studiously out of view. 
at —_——_—__-~ 


Research Defence Society. 

The Fight Against Disease, as the Quarterly Report of 
the Research Defence Society is called, dated July, 1925, 
contains a rather pathetic statement by the Treasurer, Sir 


David Ferrier, as follows :— . 
“Compared with last year, there has been a diminution both 
of income and expenditure. In the case of the former, by a 


falling off chiefly of donations, subscriptions and contributions | 
from Branches. As the actual receipts for the year barely cover — 


possible future contingencies, to guard against any further falling 
off of the Society or its Branches.” 


bi ooms unpleasantly in sight. Such a body is not likely 


_the ordinary normal expenditure, it would be well, in view of | 


Apparently, this means that the ending of the Society 


upon the recommendations of a Committee of the League of Nations 
that in all countries there should be regulations laid down so that 
medical men, when they prescribed these substances, often in 


the required strength and purity. 

An amendment was added to the Bill by Sir Kingsley 
Wood, ‘‘making it lawful to import any serum of foreign 
origin, for which no standard of quality existed, provided 
that the substance complied with the general regulations 
governing the quality and purity of substances of the 
same Class.” This was apparently designed to cover 
Spahlinger’s serum. 


Cats and Diphtheria. 

Alarmists about germs and haters of animals are fond 
of pointing to the alleged dangers of contracting disease 
through the agency of domestic pets. The cat, especially, 
has been blamed as a carrier of diphtheria. We were 
pleased to read in the Daily Telegraph of July 25 the 
following testimony to the contrary, contained in an 
article by Mr. A. Croxton Smith, in the course of his 
review on a recently published book, “‘The Diseases of 
the Cat,’’ by Captain Hamilton Kirk. 

“‘T must place on record the fact that the cat is exonerated from 
any complicity in spreading diphtheria among human beings. 
In view of the current belief that the opposite is the case, I am 
glad that justice is at length done by one who is competent to 
weigh evidence in the light of his own observations. ‘No case 
has ever come to the writer’s knowledge of infection being conveyed 
to any veterinary surgeon or client who has handled such animals.’ 
Attempts to cultivate virulent human diphtheria bacilli on the 
throats of either kittens or grown cats, made by Dr. Savage, were 
complete failures. Another authority, commenting upon the 
death of a little girl from this distressing complaint, remarked that 
‘no proved diphtheria bacillus has ever been found occurring 
spontaneously in cats, dogs or fowls.’ ” oe 

It isa pity that the “unskilled diagnosticians”’ of whom 
complaint is made should have mistaken a cat’s sore throat 
for diphtheria, and thus given the animal a bad name, 
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Diphtheria on the Increase. 
*’ The Times of August 7 quotes from the Annual Report 


of the Metropolitan Asylums Board as follows :— 
‘““Complacency in regard to this disease (diphtheria) is certainly 


not justified in view of the annual toll of life, labour and money | 


it exacts, quite apart from the personal distress occasioned by it. 
There is a popular tendency to class diphtheria with scarlet fever, 
enteric fever, and certain other infectious diseases as one that 
modern medical science has definitely controlled and robbed of 
most of its terrors. That, however, is far from being the case, 
and, noteworthy as the success has been, there is still much to be 
done. . A more concerted effort should be made to cope with 
this disease, which is now certainly the most destructive of the 
infectious diseases met with in Great Britain. .. . 
not altogether clear, diphtheria appears to be strengthening its 
forces and gathering power, unchecked by science.” 


The ‘‘modern medical science,’’ be it observed, which 


has reduced scarlet fever and enteric in this country, | 


does not consist of inoculation. Diphtheria, “‘xow cer- 
tainly the most destructive” of our diseases, is the one disease 


that has been regularly treated by inoculation, which has | 


For reasons | 


been very little used among the civil population for the | 


other fevers. We have often pointed out how badly it 


compares with them; yet there is so much vain boasting | 
of antitoxin that many people assure us solemnly that “‘one | 


. . 9 
hardly ever hears of a death from diphtheria nowadays. _ doubt in the minds of many medical men and some admit its total 


Insulin. 
The Quarterly Report of the Research Defence Society 


gives a portrait of a patient “‘before” and “‘after”’ insulin | 


treatment, in order to show its beneficial effect. We do 
not deny that insulin reduces the sugar in the blood, and 


that some patients who are treated with it in association | 


with great care in diet (greater care than is necessary 
when it is not used) get better. We do, however, point 
out its great and admitted dangers, and the fact that it 
does not reduce the diabetic death-rate, which is the 
factor usually considered most important in assessing the 
value of any treatment. And we would add that other 
treatments secure results quite as satisfactory. 

The difference between vivisectionist “‘cures’ and 
other “‘cures”’ lies chiefly in the fact that the former are 
advertised and the latter are not. We have repeatedly 
been asked to relate cases of the “‘cure”’ of certain diseases 
by remedies not associated with vivisection. We decline 
to do so, because we are not an advertising medium. 
But it is a fact, that cases given up as hopeless by some 
doctors are often brought to complete recovery by others, 
and there is probably no drug, old or new, which has 
not its sensational recoveries to boast of. But the 
Ministry of Health consistently refuses to examine the 
claims for non-vivisectionist treatments, and certainly 
affords to such treatments none of the advantages of 
publicity granted when a serum or a vaccine is in question. 
If all were treated alike, the public would realise that there 
is nothing remarkable in sensational ‘‘cases.” 

To revert to insulin, we were rather shocked to read in 
the Eastern Daily Press that at the recent conference of 
osteopaths at the Savoy Hotel, Dr. Pocock, of Toronto, 
in making a claim for a rival treatment, stated :— 

““We can produce sugar diabetes by forcible injury (in the 
middle of the back) and we can correct it by adjusting the structure. 
We have with us Dr. Fred Ashton, of Manchester, who has made 


this discovery on the human frame. Previously we had proved it 
on animals.” 


Osteopaths claim, as a rule, that they are opposed to 
experimental vivisection. 


Insulin for Appetite. 
Reynolds, May 31, reported that at a meeting of the 
Austrian Medical Association held in Vienna, Professor 


Falta had stated that non-diabetic persons had their 
appetites so stimulated by insulin that they could con- 
sume four times the ordinary daily rations. Apart from 
the danger, it will be a pity if the fashion of injecting 
insulin into non-diabetic persons spreads. The produc- 
tion of abnormal appetite does not mean health: 


| What Vivisection Means. 


In one of the excellent “‘ Abstracts’? compiled by the 
Vivisection Investigation League of New York, we read 
as follows :— 


“Tt is safe to say that more than half the experiments conducted 
in the laboratories upon living animals are of a class that has 
come to be furiously the fashion within the last few years; 
namely, the injection of foreign fluids of every sort and descrip- 
tion, with the infliction thereby of infinite varieties of suffering, 
for purposes which seem to gain no result whatever either for man 
or beast. The effect of bacteria, of chemicals, of diseased blood, 
blood serum, urine, feces, of everything imaginable so long as it 
is poisonous or filthy, is tried out in the blood stream of cats, dogs, 
monkeys, horses, pigs. The generating of fits, frantic insanity 
from pain, the making of chronic sores, the setting up of unendur- 
able misery that can be prolonged almost indefinitely, seems to 
be in many cases the object and end of the whole business. 

“That anything useful accrues from it is palpably a matter of 


uselessness. A madness for this sort of thing appears to have 
seized the medico-biologic world, and it is beyond anyone’s 
means of calculation to estimate the thousands of wretched animals 
who are at this hour the victims of this very orgy.” 


The writer goes on to relate some horrible experiments 
in the inoculation of syphilis into rabbits :— 


“Such ways as rubbing the germs into the skin; rubbing them 
into the skin that has been scarified until it bleeds; rubbing 
them into a raw, exposed area rendered so by a previous treatment 
of coal tar which set up an acute inflammation; rubbing the germs 
into artificial wounds or into old wounds after lifting up the scab 
with forceps. These wounds were made with razor or other 
instruments and the authors (Journal of Experimental Medicine, 
April, 1925), say ‘No attempt was made to keep these wounds 
sterile.’ . .. The writer of these ‘Abstracts’ has seen the 
syphilitic lesions produced in experimental laboratory work and 
can bear witness to the suffering which causes the animal incessant, 
evidently excruciating, itching, burning, biting pains. The 
increase from this stage to that of spasmodic, hysterical whimpering, 
throughout night and day, may possibly be conceived of by anyone 
who can imagine a combination of eczema and eating, boring 
carbuncles.” 


Animals’ Signs of Suffering. 


A correspondent sends us the following passage from — 


Mr. W. Brown, J.P., M.R.C.V.S.:— 

“The vivisector’s view largely is that these animals have no 
right to be protected against suffering if the suffering can in any 
way be beneficial to humanity . . . the measure of their power of 


~—— 


suffering is the measure of their right to be protected against — 
suffering. First of all, do these animals suffer as we suffer? We — 
hear it stated again and again that they do not; that they are not 


so sensitive in their nervous organisation. Are they not? I 
speak from my experience. I am giving suffering, surgically, to 
animals nearly every day of my life. 
dogs, horses, cattle and sheep, under every kind of pain, and I do 
unhesitatingly say that they suffer as much as we suffer. ... I 


have operated on a dog, and I have had the dog come to me after- — 


wards and lick my hand and lie at my feet and grovel—and why ? 


It is the poor animal’s only way of begging me not to do it — 


again. I have seen them thus come and place themselves at your 
disposal and try to please you. I can quite imagine that some of 
these poor things will come, after they have been on the torture 
trough, will jump on the bench and place themselves there to 


please and curry favour with their masters, begging like poor — 


dumb slaves, in the only way they can, to be saved from torture 
and further horror. It is not that they do ot suffer, it is because 


they do suffer, and they dread suffering, but they have no other ~ 


means of pleading with us.” 


Professor Richet, as a vivisector, has also something — 


interesting to say on the subject. 


“All physiologists know that during vivisection there is a 


I have observed cats and ~ 
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entire dissimilarity in the manner in which animals suffer, | very old people in the workhouse recently (at least one 


Some remain motionless, the eyes fixed—others, on the contrary, 
groan and howl, never remaining a moment without struggling. 
Every incision, every laceration, every pull is instantly followed 
by a shock which interferes with the result of the experiment.”— 
Prof. Charles Richet, Récherches Experimentelles, Ecole de 
Médicine, Paris, 1877, page 255.) 


How Smallpox Deaths are Invented. 
The following question and answer, given in the House 
of Commons, and reported in the Poor Law Officer of 


August 8, supply information which is highly instructive. 
SMALLPOX (DEATHS). 

Mr. Broad asked the Minister of Health whether the Registrar- 
General will revise his figures for 1924 in regard to smallpox 
deaths; in the light of the information given in the recent report of 
Sir George Newman, in which five of the smallpox deaths are 
transferred to other classifications, it being the opinion of the 
certifying doctor that smallpox was not the cause of death? 

Mr. N. Chamberlain: I understand that in the case of all the 
deaths in question, smallpox is certified 
by the certifying doctor as being one of 


of whom died shortly afterwards), which action resulted 
in an Inquiry, have resigned their positions. A resolu- 
tion was proposed and seconded at a meeting of the 
Guardians, asking them to reconsider their decision, but 
an amendment that the resignations be accepted was 
carried, Alderman Varley remarking that these doctors 
were ‘‘not the only pebbles on the beach” and that it would 
be better to get men “‘who can stand criticism.” It was 
evident, he said, that these two thought they were 
above it. 


Rheumatoid Arthritis. 
**T do not believe that rheumatoid arthritis, one of the 
oldest diseases in the world, is caused by a bacterium,” 
was the emphatic statement made by Dr. Stewart-Moore 
(London) at the International Convention of Osteopathy, 
according to the Morning Post ot 


the causes of death. In such cases, the 
selection from among several certified 
causes of the particular cause under which 
the death is classified for statistical 
purposes is governed by general rules, 
based upon international agreement, 
which in this country provide that 
deaths should be classed to smallpox 
if this disease is included among the 
certified causes. I see no reason for 
revising the classification in the case 
of these particular deaths, especially 
since full information regarding them is 
already given in the Chief Medical 
Officer’s Report. 

What it means is this. Owing to 
present-day scaremongering, any- 
body with a_ suspicious-looking 
pimple is hurried into a smallpox 
hospital. The patient may be 
suffering from some really serious 
malady, and may even be on the 
point of death from it, but if the 

word ‘‘smallpox”’ is mentioned on 
the death certificate—as it gener- 
ally would be, if only to explain 
his removal from home, which in 
the case of a sick person would be 
resented by the relatives—the seri- 
ous disease from which he died would be ignored, and the 
death would be attributed to the pimple! In this way, 
delirium tremens and cerebral hemorrhage, valvular 
heart disease, cretinism and measles have recently been 
converted into “smallpox.” Such official deception — 


Y A MOTOR LORRY 


for it can be called nothing else—renders even the | y 
| cause of tuberculosis. . . 


Registrar-General’s statistics of mortality a farce. 
The Last Desperate Scare! 


_ Smallpox, as we know, has no deathrate in this country | 
We were therefore amazed to read | 


at the present time. 
_ the following in the Morning Advertiser of July 31— 


“Medical men report that the smallpox, in the course of the last 
_ month, has been attended with a greater fatality in London and its 
environs than has been remembered for many years past.” 


_ Of course, it is easy to represent a single death out of 
two cases as “‘fifty per cent.” and thus create an apparently 
serious ‘‘fatality,rate,” but the fact is that there was not 
a single death in London and its environs during July. 
When scaremongering reaches the point of absolute inven- 
_ tion, the scaremongers must indeed be in desperate straits. 


Result of Workhouse Vaccinations. 

_ The medical officer and his assistant at Chesterfield, 
—° were responsible for vaccinating some hundreds of 
‘ip 


BUT SIR THOUGH HE HAD A Spor on 
HIS FACE, How CAN HE HAVE DIED OF 
SMALL POX WHEN HE WAS RUN OVER) AY 


DONT ARGUE () S 


of the central nervous system, and 
advocates osteopathic treatment. 


lieves the disease to be due to a 
.) 
3 


x lack of integrity of the functions 
a), a 
Mh 7) 


=: August 7. Dr. Stewart-Moore be- 
tu 


Rickets. 

We note from a report in the 
Lancet of August 1 that all the 
cruel experiments in starving dogs 
and depriving them of light have 
left opinion on the subject of the 


causation of rickets quite in- 
definite. In France, Professor 
Marfin holds that congenital 


syphilis is the chief cause, and 
‘““even moderate French opinion 
by no means accepts, for instance, 
the vitamin theory.” Dr. Variot 
and Prof. Comby agree that sun- 
light has little or nothing to do 
with the disease and the latter says 
that not only defective feeding but 
“especially overfeeding’’ produces 
it—which may account for the fact 
that sometimes (though compara- 
tively rarely) it is the children 
of the rich who are attacked. 


New Teaching about Tubercle. _ 

Dr. Saleeby, in the Outlook of July 25, writes :— 

‘“We condemn as unphilosophical, unscientific and practically 
misleading any such assertion as that the tubercle bacillus is THE 


” 


In the above words, he condemns, perhaps unwittingly, 
the assertions of practically every other speaker or writer 
for the Research Defence Society. Mr. Stephen Paget’s 
dictum has always been ‘“‘a disease is a germ and a germ 
is a disease.”? Koch said of the tubercle bacillus :— 

“Henceforth we have to reckon not with a nameless something, 
but with a definite parasite.” 

But the medical profession draws every year nearer to 
the position always held by Anti-vivisection doctors, 
namely, that germs are merely associated with disease, 
and that they cannot of themselves cause it. 


Our Next Social. 

The Council Chamber, Caxton Hall, Westminster, has 
been engaged for the next Social on Thursday, December 3, 
at 3p.m. Members and friends are asked to take note of 
the date. 
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Cancer and Tar, 

A correspondent, commenting on the alleged connection 
between tar and cancer (said to be established by painting 
rats and mice with tar) and the fear of germs in the air, 
aptly inquires: “‘Then why are the authorities always 
repairing the roads with tar? I should think it must be 
very unhealthy for the people near the Mount Vernon 
Institute !”’ 


Milk and Tuberculosis. 


Mr. James Newton, an experienced farmer, continues | 
to criticise vigorously the scaremongers who, from time | 
to time, raise the cry about the alleged dangers of tuber- | 


culosis from milk. In a long letter to the Press—rejected 
no doubt on account of its length—he writes that if the 
milk supply is bad, it is the duty of a Medical Officer of 
Health to see that this is changed. 

“The Health Authorities already possess powers to stop a man 
selling milk, fine him on a basis that none but millionaires could 
afford, or send him to prison. Milk that has once been dirty 
must ever be dirty, in spite of up-to-date machinery. The only 
way to clean milk is to produce it clean.” 


The idea of Pasteurism is that dirty milk can be turned 
into clean milk by pasteurisation—a sure means of 
encouraging the production of dirty milk. 

To prove that tuberculosis is not caused by milk, Mr. 
Newton recalls some of the experiments carried out by 
the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis, and suggests 
that these experiments falsified their own conclusions— 
conclusions which they had proclaimed at a previous 
Commission, and naturally did not wish to yield on the 
advice of Professor Koch. We have only space for one of 
these :— 

COW A. 


“When killed, it was found to have on right side an enlarged 
retro-pharyngeal gland which was cystic, with thick, fibrous 


walls, and filied with breaking dowa casco-necrotic substance. 
In the Peyer’s patches of the small intestine there were three great 
nodules containing caseous foci, two soft caseous nodules, and 
a small ulcer. There was also a caseous nodule in a mesenteric 
gland, caseation of a gluteal gland and four tubercles in the lung.” 


Obviously, a tubercular cow. 


“Eighteen guinea-pigs were fed with the dung of this cow, and 
when killed after 98 days none were tubercular. 
“Six guinea-pigs were fed continuously for six days with dung 


| mixed with milk, and when killed at from 57 to 106 days none were 


tubercular.” 

Incidentally, the disgusting and cruel nature of the Com- 
mission’s experiments is revealed. 

We notice that at the conference of the National Asso- 
ciation for the Prevention of Tuberculosis held in London 
on July 6, although Dr. Stanley Griffith, of the Field 
Laboratories of Cambridge University, claimed—as we 
should expect from that source—that “one in every 
three milch cows was said to be tuberculous in some 
degree,’’ and that ‘‘raw cow’s milk frequently contained 
living germs which might set up fatal or crippling disease 
in children,” Dr. Clive Riviére, of the City of London 
Hospital for Diseases of the Chest, said that “‘of our lung 
tuberculosis, by far the commonest form and that which 
took the main toll of life was due to the human type of 
bacillus, and this organism was responsible for over 90 
per cent. of the tuberculosis deathrate. In countries 
where raw milk was never used for food consumption was 
rifes’ 

We are glad to note that Mr. Newton made a vigorous 
protest against a scaremongering statement of the M.O.H. 
for Manchester on the subject of the milk danger, at a 
meeting of the Lancashire Executive of the National 
Farmers’ Union held at Preston, and his remarks, which 
appeared to be favourably accepted, were well reported in 
the Preston Guardian of July 11. 


Ghe Inspeetor’s Refurns. 


HE Inspector’s Returns for the year 1924 are issued, 
as usual, far too late to allow of any prosecution 
under the Vivisection Act. Not that this fact 
possesses any particular importance, for the Act is so 
framed that it would be impossible to convict any vivi- 


sector of cruelty, however cruel he might be; but it isa | 
_and they are regularly copied in the Press. They are 


curious anomaly that the Act should appear to counten- 
ance prosecutions, laying down the rule that proceedings 
must be instituted within six months of the offence, and 
yet should invariably allow more than six months to 
elapse before the public has any chance of knowing what 
offences may have been committed. 

The “irregularities” recognised by the Inspector have 


always, in the past, been trivial, and not concerned with | 


the sufferings of the animals, but this time we feel bound 
to call attention to what was done by one of the licensees, 
who was merely “‘admonished.” His action is described 
thus; it will be seen that the Inspector is only concerned 
with the fact that his certificate did not warrant it— 
not, as the uninitiated humane person might imagine, 
with the terrible nature of the operation performed upon 
the animal, from which it was evidently allowed to 


recover, as the licensee held Certificate B, and apparently | 


believed that he was acting under it. 

““A licensee holding Certificate B for the withdrawal of blood 
from the umbilical vessels, removed the foetus from the uterus. 
He explained that the irregularity had been committed inadver- 
tently and he was admonished.” 

Another licensee had his licence revoked, ‘‘as he had 


ceased to work at the place for which his licence was 


available.” We are left in doubt as to whether this 
gentleman was practising private vivisections and needed 
restraint, or whether the withdrawal of a licence he did 
not want was granted as a relief to him. 

The usual special pleading abounds in the Inspector’s 
Returns. Year by year, the same phrases are employed, 


only designed to deceive those who wish to be deceived; 
a careful reader easily recognises that, when it is admitted 


| that animals die from slowly developing poisons, that 


even the usual ‘“‘antiseptic’ precautions are omitted 
when the experiment deals with the efficiency of anti- 
septics, and that the animal need not be killed unless 
it is suffering pain which is both “severe” and “likely 
to endure,’’ there are very large loopholes to admit of 
cruelty. 


The following table will be found useful for reference :— 
EXPERIMENTS DURING 1924. 


Total experiments EC 177,815 
Excess over the previous year .. 43,032 
Number of vivisectors .. ad ae 1,042 
Those said not to have used their licences 239 
Experiments under anzsthetics she : 9,162 
Experiments in inoculation, unnatural feeding 

or starving, etc. (without anesthetics) .. 168,653 
Number of animals allowed to recover from 

the anesthetic and kept for observation. . 4,838 
Number of dogs and cats so kept (there is no 

record of the number of dogs and cats used 

under licence alone, and killed under an 

anesthetic) .. 4g oc xc a 283 
Number of places licensed for vivisection .. 243 
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Correspondence. 


| What Causes Disease? | 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


Sir,—I was much interested in the point raised by Mr. Taylor | 


in his last article with regard to temperamental susceptibility 
to disease. 

When outward conditions are identical and of two people one 
falls a prey to an illness while the other escapes it, the real cause 


of disease or immunity must lie within the people themselves. | 
Now, up to a certain point it is generally admitted that certain | 


mental states affect the body adversely. A heart patient, for 


instance, is warned against excitement; anger is known to produce © 


a poisonous condition of the blood; fear makes one susceptible 
to infection; depression affects the liver. 
by a mental shock, and worry can ruin the general health. 


A person can be killed | 


If these facts are admitted, is it not logical to carry the idea | 
further, and at least consider the possibility that other undesirable | 
mental and emotional states, such as cruelty, selfishness, hardness | 
of heart, meanness, etc., may also produce an unhealthy physical | 


condition ? 

In a way, this would be a difficult theory to prove, as for one 
thing the different results of suppression or expression would have 
to be taken into account; 
would be impossible to get general statistics of emotional states. 

Nevertheless, by careful examination of ourselves and those 


| Phrenology. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


S1r,—The remarks under this heading in the June ABOLITIONIST 
interested me much, as the subject is of vastly more value and 
therefore importance than most people are aware. The few who 
are actuated by desire to discover truth for its own sake, and 
have read seriously the writings of its founder, Dr. Gall, are 
able to see the limitations of vivisection experiments as a way of 
discovering and localising functions so subtle and elusive as are 
those of the organs of consciousness of which the brain is a 
congeries. /.iar 

Mr. G. Combe, who, in his works on phrenology, quotes 
some of the anomalous and contradictory results recorded by 
Flourens and Magendie, prominent vivisecting physiologists at 
that time, remarks:—‘ The fact is, that all parts of the nervous 
system are so intimately connected, that the infliction of injury is 
not the way to determine the function of any, even its least 
important parts.” 

“ Painstaking examination of the human skull,” as you suggest, 


| has certainly “‘resulted in discoveries and conclusions that have 


in any case (perhaps fortunately) it | 


with whom we are in close contact, we can note the physical — 


results of mental states. As far as I am concerned I have proved 
to my own satisfaction that any slight emotional trouble is invari- 
ably followed by a digestive upset, also, that every serious illness 
I have had has, without exception, been preceded by a long period 
of mental or emotional strain. 

If material conditions are the sole cause of disease, then a great 
many people who are ill should be well. Those who have a 
sufficiency of food, air, exercise and rest, and live in a state of 
cleanliness should never be ill. Yet the fact remains that they 
frequently ave ill, in spite of these favourable material 
circumstances. 

Although one cannot deny that outward things—dirt, germs, 


_ etc.—undoubtedly play their part in producing disease, yet 


my personal belief is that they are as it were but the opposite 
pole of a magnet, the things which draw the inward ill-health 
into manifestation, and that they would be powerless to injure a 
body which was not already in an unhealthy state produced by 
one or other of the undesirable mental traits we all possess. 
SOULS Lon ls 


| Dogs at Manchester University. | 


To the Editor of the ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 


SiR ,— 


It may interest you to know I have frequently passed the labora- | 


tory of the Manchester University and heard dogs inside barking 
and howling. 

I went by a few days ago, and a person inquired of me whether or 
no it was a dogs’ home? It seemed a pity to disillusion him, but 


_ Thad to remind him we were in the twentieth century now, and that 
this was a dogs’ hell. 


Manchester, 
June 27, 1925. 


Anti-Vivisection Petitions. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


DEAR S1r,—For the benefit of Branches preparing Petitions for 
Parliament, may I pass on instructions lately received from 
Lt.-Commander Kenworthy? There should be no printing on 
the first page of the Petition, but the following words should be 
written at the top: ‘‘To the Honourable the Commons of the United 


EDMUND GABRIEL BARLOW. 


_ Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and Parliament Assembled, 


the humble petition of the undersigned inhabitants of.......... 
is presented, that the practice of Vivisection be prohibited by 
law.” Yours faithfully, 
J. E. Herror, 
Hon. Secretary, Worthing Branch. 


been attributed to experiments on animals.” Dr. Gall had, many 
decades before, discovered that the loss of mental power to trans- 
late ideas into words was due to disease of the brain-centre now 
called, in medical phraseology, “ Broca’s convolution,” the name 
of a subsequent discoverer of that connection between aphasia 
and disease of that convolution. ... . 

Some who have mastered and further developed the deductions 
of Dr. Gall and his exponents could formulate theories which, 
as working hypotheses in the departments of science to which 
they relate, would accelerate their evolution in all their branches 
in an incredible manner, resulting in a few years in the attainment 


| of knowledge which could not be brought about by millenniums 
| of vivisection experiments and the empirical speculative vagaries 


deducible from them 
6, The Polygon, 
Clifton, Bristol. 


we 6 er te 


M. L. JOHNSON. 


| Vivisection of Criminals. 


To the Editor of the ABOLITIONIST. 


S1r,—I should like to know the attitude of our Society on the 
above matter. A writer in the Jouvnal (French) holds that 
criminals of the baser order are far better subjects for various 
experiments than an honest dog that has never injured anyone. 
His view was that, given a criminal with a long sentence, there 
was no harm in offering him his liberty, provided he submitted 
himself to an interesting operation, around the heart, performed 
by a skilful surgeon, and that, considering most of these operations 
are fatal, the State would be relieved of the cost of keeping him 
alive at considerable expense. 

I am inclined to share this view. It would, you see, be 
optional. Medical science would gain, and the fellow would not 
be likely to live long. Take my lords Curzon, French and 


| Rawlinson, all dead close together after their operations that 


probably cost at least £150 per head. Also the Gaekwar of Baroda, 
who lost his life from a similar cause, aged 42. If any of these 
cases had been treated by herbalists, there would have been a 
trial for manslaughter. I hope to see our official view of this 
subject.—I am, sir, yours, HARBERTON, 

Ville-Es-Martin. 

June 21. 

The British Union gud the British Union has officially 
delivered no judgment on the above subject. Its policy 
is that of the Abolition of Vivisection, and if such aboli- 
tion applies primarily to experimentation on lower 
animals, it would apply, we conceive, with even greater 
force to experimentation upon human beings. In 
any circumstances, however, we consider it would be a 
very dangerous procedure to place such power in the hands 
of the vivisector. We are quite sure, moreover, that the 
sentiment of the English people would be against such 
proposal.—[Ep., ABOLITIONIST. ] 
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A BRAVE 


= HE following story of the struggles of a 


Pam _ and persecution is worth reproducing, if 
bees ex Ba -<= only to show those of our friends who 
agteor sometimes inquire, “‘Is it worth while 
x fahierk to resist vaccination, and thus divert 


attention from the more important sub- 
ject of vivisection proper?” that the vaccination super- 
stition leads medical men and the authorities ruled by 
them into paths of such brutality that nothing is ever 
likely to stop vivisection until their power is checked. 
Superstition and cruelty have always gone hand in hand; 
and we find that the belief in vaccination involves, 
practically always, a ruthless determination to crush the 
spirit of those who wish to keep the blood of their children 
pure; to ruin, imprison and drive them to desperation. 

Here we have the case of a young woman, poor in this 
world’s goods, but with an amount of pluck which enabled 
her to come off conqueror in the end, though the strain of 
the struggle must have told heavily upon her. The 
effect upon her children, drawn into the circle of martyr- 
dom at so early an age, should be lasting. 

The story is told in a personal letter written to Mrs. 
Dankmeyer, President of the Maryland Anti-vivisection 
Society, and is dated June 27, 1925:— 

THE MOTHER'S STORY. 

“February, 1923, my husband accepted a position 
with a Memphis, Tenn., piano house, and we came (from 
Akron, Ohio) South the same month. 

**T presented my three little girls at Merril School. 
The younger was not accepted because they do not have 
kindergarten here, and the others were barred because I 
refused to have them vaccinated. 

“T sent them, or rather took them, to school each 
morning and left them in their classrooms. But to each 
of the teachers I said: ‘This is an American-born child 
and entitled to a proper education. Public schools are 
provided by taxpayers’ money. The Board of Education 
are reimbursed in the same manner. You are likewise 
paid by taxpayers’ money. You are hired to teach 
children of this grade in this public school. I do not 
ask you to defy any superior or disregard their orders, 
but I do hereby notify you and whosoever it may concern 
that anyone laying hands upon this child for the purpose 
of vaccination or ejecting her from this building will be 
promptly sued for assault.’ 

‘For three weeks they talked to the children, scolded 
and threatened, and each day succeeded in getting them 
out and on their way home. Then they arrested me and 
took me before a police court judge. 

‘““My attorney appealed the case. The children were 
ordered out of school until case was settled. The follow- 
ing July I gave birth to a little son (my first son to live 
of eight babies) and not wanting to go to jail and leave 
him so young we went down into Mississippi, 25 miles 
from Memphis, and put the girls in a miserable little 
country school for the winter. My husband drove to 
and from Memphis each day. 

**In the spring we came back and located seven miles 
northeast of the city on a good road in Raleigh school 
district. (But while we were living in Mississippi my 
case came up and my lawyer did not notify me but let 
the case go defaulted.) They had been attending Raleigh 
school for some time when the nurse came to vaccinate. 
We refused. . 


brave mother against medical tyranny | 


MOTHER. 


“They sent the children home. I took them back. 
Over and over again. They suspended them. I took 
them and sent them to their classrooms. Explained to 
the principal and teachers and begged their pardon for 
any embarrassment I might have to cause them and asked 
them to please bear patiently with me, and to regard no 
action of mine as prompted by personal animosity. 
Teachers were sweet. Principal furious. I would take 
children to school mornings to be ordered out by prin- 
cipal. When I persisted in bringing them in defiance of 
suspension order, they then ordered teachers to withhold 
instruction and class or lesson assignment. I sent them 
anyway. They could listen to others recite. 

‘“‘County Superintendent took officers and took the 
children from their rooms and arrested me. Took me 
before a squire. Bonded me over to the Grand Jury. I 
refused to make bond, saying I knew ‘no one well enough 
to ask it.’ Squire ‘hated’ to put a woman in jail. 

““Well, I could not help it. If I had not been looking 
at that wizened little old county doctor all would have 
been O.K., and I would have gone to jail and set the 
fireworks off. There was a room full of spectators. That 
doctor just naturally unbalanced me. He had lit a 
cigarette before proceedings started, and looked like to 
blow the smoke in my face. He looked like a dope fiend, 
anyway. The squire took up too much time writing 
something and I let loose: 

‘* ‘Squire, if to-night a marauder should break into the 
sanctity of my home and pollute the bodies of my three 
happy, healthy, innocent little girls, there is not a man 
in this room that would not shoulder a gun or feel like 
doing so to catch the culprit or fiend who committed the 
crime. Yet, this man (pointing right into the face of 
Dr. Graves), this man can, under the guise of law, walk 
into the schoolroom and pollute the bodies of my children 
with the same pollution that the fiend might in breaking 
into my home.’ 

‘“‘The squire said: ‘I have not the power to render a 
decision in this case, my only duty being to hold you to 
the Grand Jury with or without bond. Without bond 
means jail.’ 

Esaids== Lett be jars 

‘* ‘No,’ boomed a heavy voice, and an old gentleman 
whacked his stick on the floor. ‘No,’ he said, ‘I’ll sign 
that bond. Where are those papers, Squire?’ 

* ‘But,’ said I, ‘You do not know me, and I might 
forfeit my bond.’ 

“He replied: ‘Squire, give me that pen, I’m signing 


this bond.’ 
WORTH THE FIGHT. 

‘““Well, I had to give up. I could not get in jail grace- 
fully after that. I do not want to go to jail, but public 
sentiment had reached a point where that would have been 
the biggest card of all. -Papers were giving me boxcar 
headlines on front page. 
interested every day in vaccination. Asking why I 
objected and finding out. So it became my fight—not 
for my four precious ones alone, but for every little child 
in Tennessee now and to come. And God helping me 
I’d do it. 

‘So the children and I talked (cried a little) sang and 
prayed. But I continued to send them to school. Kept 
my clothes packed now all the time ready to go to jail 
any hour. Kiddies always so glad when they found me 
home upon returning from school. Had arranged with a 


Hundreds of people getting 


( 
i 
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neighbour to look after my baby in case I had to go. 

Had a list of duties for each child on sheet of paper tacked 
on wall, so they would not forget the necessary work. 

“Then, one morning, Mrs. Saxby, from Juvenile 


Home Court, and an officer came with a warrant for 
each of my little girls sworn to by Dr. Graves, charging 
_ them with being ‘Delinquent and dependent and with- 


out proper guardianship to care for their physical 
_ welfare.’ 


“T signed the warrants guaranteeing their presence in 
court the following morning. Before starting we had to 
sing our little courage song, ‘Dare to be a Daniel, Dare 
to stand alone, Dare to have a purpose firm, Dare to make 
it known.’ Then, away we went to court. 

“*My attorney advised me that I was ‘in the cogs of a 


"political machine and the case coming up before a 


-machine Judge,’ their object being to take the children 


_ from me, and put them in Juvenile Home and vaccinate 


‘ them. 
attorney. His name, S. A. Wilkinson, 901-4 Central 
_ Bank Building, Memphis, Tenn. 


But I think right here I should tell you about our 


I went to see him about 


my case when the first cloud appeared at Raleigh. I 


could not have worked harder if my life had been hanging 
in the balance and he were to render the decision. I 


_ aroused him, he promised to take it under advisement 


; he would take the case or not. 


for two weeks, at the end of that time he would say whether 
I showered him with all 


_ the literature I could lay hands on, and he investigated. 
é At the end of the two weeks, Judge (yes, he was once a 


Z Judge) Wilkinson said he would do it. 


He has three 


_ brothers who are medical specialists, and a son who 


; graduated from a Philadelphia Medical College this year. 
_ But Judge is a true anti-vaccinationist now, just the same. 


L 
3 


**Well, we went before the machine Judge and our 
attorney was royal. Oh, I shall never disbelieve but 
that he was divinely inspired ! Why, he didn’t talk 
like a lawyer. He preached a sermon. His big voice 
boomed and people came in out of the corridors. Sweat 


stood on the Bench Judge’ S pitheads (For he and our 
attorney are elders in the same church.) Oh, I cannot 
tell you what he said, but it was fine. At last he pointed 
out that the children could not be taken away from me, 
as they could bring no charge of immorality or parental 
neglect. Their father keeping a home, food and clothing 
for them, etc. 

*“* “Case dismissed.’ 

“Colonel Bacon, one of the County Commissioners, 
asked my attorney if I had lots of money. And that if 
there were not laws sufficient to take care of me they 
would get them when legislature convened. And they did. 

“‘County Attorney Bejack prepared a Vaccination Bill, 
put it in his pocket and went to Nashville, quietly passed 
it around, and put the same thing in a Salary Bill, and 
got it passed. Salary Bill was signed by Governor on 
Tuesday and Vaccination Bill killed in house on Wed- 
nesday. Caption of Salary Bill in no wise apprises one 
of the presence of the vaccination clause which gives the 
Board of Education power to supervise the physical 
welfare and demand vaccination of teachers and children 
teaching in or attending public schools. Bejack thinks 
it is a huge joke. My attorney believes the law uncon- 
stitutional, due to faulty caption, and it becomes a class 
law beside. So to test it, it became necessary for me to 
enter the children this fall and start the ball rolling again. 
(Oh, yes, the Grand Jury never did indict me.) We are 
poor people, my husband’s salary being almost inadequate 
for a very comfortable life. We have always kept plenty 
of the plainest wholesome food for our children, as we 
felt that most important. Keep a modest home and 
simple clothing. Of course, we were quite perplexed 
when this added burden was heaped upon us, but through 
the kindness of interested persons we have been able to 
take care of all attorney’s fees to date. 

“T think God alone understands just how thankful 
I am. 

MESS ALLEN 


BOLTON. 


On August 1, at the New Bury Carnival in aid of the local corps 


_ of St. John Ambulance Brigade, our Branch obtained a stall at 


which anti-vivisection and other humane literature was distributed, 
and in the associated parade we supplied a very good poster display 
with the aid of a pony and light van. Altogether, seven and a half 
miles were thus covered by our moving propaganda, the Boys’ 


_ Brigade No. 14 Company, under the charge of Mr. J. Buck, ren- 
_ dering valuable assistance. 


The leading tableau in the parade 
was a lorry bearing a wounded man with a St. John Ambulance 


man and a nursing sister in attendance, and this was immediately 


_ followed by the British Union display—a good object lesson. The 

visit to New Bury resulted in a request for a lecture at the local 
Church Army Social Centre. 

ISLE OF WIGHT. 

_ The I.W. Van Campaign started on August 13, with excellent 
results at Ryde and Seaview. 

LEEDS. 

Mrs. Holmes, hon. secretary of our Leeds Branch, has been 
fortunate in securing the publication of several letters in Yorkshire 
Papers recently. One of these, entitled ‘“‘Cancer Research in 
Leeds,” which appeared in the Yorkshire Observer of July 27, 


explained clearly what is meant by that euphemistic expression, | 


in view of the fact that an effort to raise £75,000 for the purpose of 
’ conducting such research in Leeds University and Medical Schools 

_had been announced. She concluded her letter thus :— 

_ “Now, according to Dr. Gye, he is hoping to retest all that has 
already been done, assuming that funds are provided by the public. 
_ This means that all the suffering already entailed on the animal 
\ 


a) 


va 
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creation by these experiments is to be repeated on an innumerable 
number of other creatures. To quote the words of Alfred Russel 
Wallace, LL.D., D.C.L., F.R.S., etc., ‘I am quite disgusted 
at the frequency of the most horrible experiments to determine 
the most trivial facts.’ 

“What is urgently needed at the present time is education in 
health matters. Let our scientists and doctors teach us how to 
live sensibly and hygienically, and health will come to us as a 
natural consequence, and cancer and suchlike diseases decline. 

“Let the public demand a scheme which does not include experi- 
ments upon animals. Then we may be within reasonable distance 
of finding a cure. To spend more money on the present lines of 
research is both wasteful and futile.’ 

Mrs. Holmes is encouraged by the result of the Leeds Shop 
Campaign, and writes :— 

“Our charming friend, Mrs. Keith Mackenzie, came from 
London, and with the help of the hon. sec. converted many hostile 
critics to our saner views regarding medical research. Those who 
came to scoff remained to talk very earnestly and in some cases 
gave a donation. One man, who thought we were the enemies of 
humanity, ended by wishing us luck and giving us a donation. 
Even our opponents were bound to admit the soundness of our 
arguments. This proves more than ever that we only need the 
opportunity to present our views with clearness and reasonableness 
to win converts to our side in increasing numbers. It was also 
interesting to find so many people who expressed their fondness for 
animals and said they would not wish for health if it could only be 
gained at the expense of so much torture to animals. Most 
people were horrified at the practices of vivisectors, and 
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particularly their instruments for holding the animals immovable. 

“We gained 70 new members, and must have distributed between 
4,000 and 5,000 leaflets and pamphlets. The value of the shop for 
educational purposes alone was well worth while, but happily 
our membership has increased considerably. We sent informa- 
tion of our campaign to the newspapers, but although the reporters 
visited us they did not consider us sufficiently sensational to merit 
a paragraph.” 

MANCHESTER. 

An interesting series of lecturettes and discussions is being 
arranged to take place in the British Union Offices, 2, Victoria 
Street, of which particulars will be given later. All inquirers are 
welcomed. 

The Manchester Guardian seems to be departing somewhat from 
its good record of granting fair play to all sides of a question, and 
not only refused a reasoned criticism of the Inspector’s Returns 
supplied by Mr. Middleton, but also a further letter, pointing out 
that such criticism could be supplied at our offices. This is 
regrettable because the paragraphs supplied to the Press on the 
occasion of the publication of the Inspector’s Returns invariably 
represent vivisection as a simple, humane procedure, and one of 
these paragraphs had appeared in the paper named. 

Over 5,000 leaflets have been given out by our workers during 
the month, and an appeal for the Van Fund has brought in many 
donations, some 1,200 letters being prepared in this connection. 

The Council for Protection of Animals, of which Miss L. Hewitt 
and Mr. Middleton are hon. secretaries, has been busy working 
for various reforms concerning dogs, cats, horses, etc., and 
especially in regard to humane teaching in the schools. Mr. J. 
Cuming Walters, M.A., has become President of the Council. 
He is already a Vice-President of the British Union, and his 
splendid work for the abolition of all cruelty and for humane 
education is known in this country and abroad. 

SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY. 

Good progress continues to be made, 70 new members having 
been enrolled during the past month. Open-air meetings on 
Glasgow Green are a recognised feature. 

TORQUAY. 

The Federation Van has been engaged by our Torquay Branch 
from July 12 to August 8, and a most successful campaign has been 
held. Stands were found in Torquay, Paignton, Brixham, Totnes, 


Teignmouth, Dawlish, and Exmouth, also Newton Abbot and 
Dartmouth Markets, and all these places with the exception of 
Totnes and Dartmouth were visited twice—some of them three 
times. The van also spent two days in the little moorland towns 
of Buckfastleigh, Ashburton and Bovey Tracey. All the seaside 
resorts were full of visitors, and both they and the residents as well 
as the country people in the markets showed great sympathy with 
the Anti-vivisection Cause, and those who opposed it were very 
few. A very large amount of literature was distributed, 68 new 
members were made, and a good sum wascollected. Mr. Maurice 
Toms drove the van from Portsmouth to Paignton, a distance of 
150 miles over hilly roads, and no light task. His hard work and 
ever-ready help in any difficulties all through the campaign were 
very much appreciated by those who worked with him. The 
helpers—who did well—were Miss Barrett, Miss Ellis, Miss C. 
Lindon, Miss E. Tyson, with Miss A. R. Cooper and Mrs. Tyler 
(hon. secs.), Mr. Eldridge, Mr. Dimond Hogg, and Mr. Warner. 
A short account of the van and its work in the district appeared 
in the Torquay Directory, and the Torbay Express and Herald. 
WORTHING. 

A petition with 3,990 signatures has been sent to Lt.-Commander 
Kenworthy, who wrote on August 7 that after due consideration 
and consultation, he had decided not to present it on that date 
as he had first intended, as in view of the coal crisis and other things, 
he was afraid it would not receive sufficient interest and notice. 
He will present it next November when the House re-assembles 
for the Autumn Session. 

WILBERFORCE BRANCH. 

Mr. Knight has accepted many invitations to discuss vivi- 
section in private home circles, and is delighted with the success 
achieved in these heart-to-heart talks, many new members being 
enrolled. He has also recited poetry at many R.A.O B. meetings. 
Being one of a party paying a visit to Barton on August 14 he 
distributed a quantity of literature on the passenger boat, where 
he discussed vivisection to an attentive gathering; and whilst at 
Barton distributed literature and had informal conversations on 
vivisection at a general gathering at one of the hotels. Literature 
was also distributed on the return journey. We are pleased to 
report that the Rev. Isaac Aarons has secured the support and 
membership of Dr. Alfred Rutter, M.B., C.M., the first member 
of the medical profession for the Wilberforce Branch. 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BOLTON. 


On July 29 a Council Meeting was held in the Vegetarian Café | 
Middleton | 
spoke on the prospects of the van campaign, and Mr. John Buck | 
was appointed as the Bolton representative on the Van Sub- | 
| Reporter of July 25. 


under the presidency of Mr. Alan Crompton. Mr. 


Committee. 
On August 5 a Group Meeting was held at Mr. Alan Crompton’s 
home to discuss plans for the carnival. 
On August 12 another Council Meeting was held in the Theosophi- 
cal Rooms. 
BRIXTON. 


Mr. R. Spurrier, speaking on the “‘ Unity of Life,” showed how 
the world of life is so knit together that any act of cruelty affects 
our relation to all living things. A resolution was passed dealing 
with slaughter reform, as this question concerned the local Town 
Council. An excellent report appeared in the Surrey County 


GLASGOW. 
Open-air meetings were held at Glasgow Green on July 16, 27 
and 29, and on August 6 and 12, the speaker being Mr. Herbert 


Brown. 


The Clapham Advertiser and other papers had long reports of a | 


very successful meeting held in the garden of the Friends’ Meeting 
House on Brixton Hill on July 25. Mr. de Vere Summers took 
the chair, and the speakers were Mr. Roy Horniman and Major 
Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. Afterwards tea was served and 
excellent musical items rendered by Mrs. Walton (piano), Master 
Walton (song), and Mr. F. Threadgold (songs). To Mr. Threadgold 
we are indebted for other services, one of which consisted in his 
unexpectedly volunteering to photograph the party. The meeting 
was organised by Mr. Arthur Bell, who had spared no pains, 
having not only distributed many invitations himself but (perhaps 
a more difficult task) induced others to do so. The result exceeded 
all expectations, and when the visitors were asked to enroll them- 
selves as members of a new Branch, to be called the South London 
Branch, with Mr. Bell as hon. secretary, 56 joined on the spot. 
This, we believe, is a record at an Anti-vivisection Meeting. 
CROYDON. 

On July 22 a meeting organised by Mr. Jay (one of our local 
hon. secretaries), was held in the Croydon Public Hall. Four 
humanitarian societies were represented. Mr. Henry Amos spoke 
on behalf of the League for the Prohibition of Cruel Sports; Mr. 
Percy Hunt for the Croydon Vegetarian Society; Mr. Robert 
Spurrier for the Theosophical Society (Croydon Lodge), and Mr. 
Roy Horniman for the British Union. 

Unfortunately there was a thunderstorm with heavy rain, lasting 
several hours, which no doubt accounted for the rather small 
attendance. The speeches were all good and were listened to with 
great attention. Mr. Roy Horniman made an excellent speech 
for the British Union, in which, among other things, he dealt with 
the so-called discovery that the cancer germ can be isolated, 


On August 13 Mr. Brown also addressed the Exchange Branch of 
the Independent Labour Party. 


LEEDS. 

Mrs. Holmes addressed a small drawing-room meeting at the 
house of Miss Saville, a prominent Christian Science worker, on 
August 10. 

MELBOURNE. 


On May 24 Mr. Basil Parkinson gave an address to the members ~ 


of the ‘“‘Church of Spiritual Research,” about 150 being present. 
He spoke splendidly, producing a great effect. 

On July 4 Mr. Parkinson gave a lecture on ‘“‘The Practice of 
Vivisection” at another meeting, of which details are not yet to 
hand. 

Many meetings are held in Australia which we are unable to 


report owing to the time that must necessarily elapse before we hear — 


of them. 
RICHMOND. 
Excellent reports appeared in the Herald (Richmond) and the 
Richmond and Twickenham Times, of a garden meeting held by 


kind invitation of Mr. and Mrs. Stuart at their residence in March- ~ 
mont Road, Richmond, on the afternoon of July 18. The speaker — 
was Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B., and Miss Kidd took the — 


chair. Tea was served before the meeting. 


WORTHING. 


At the members’ “‘at home” at Brecon House on August 4th, a — 


short paper was read by Miss Birch, one of the new members. 
was much appreciated, and was followed by an interesting dis- 
cussion. There will be no paper on September Ist, but on October 


It 


; 
4 


6th Mr. Hayes Marshall will give an address on ‘‘So-called Sport,” — 


at 3.15 p.m. 


PRETO om PE 
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Publications of the British Union. 


SHORT § ‘SELECTED LIST, 


Write to Miss B. BE. KIDD, Secretary, 32, Chavis Cross, London, S.W. 1. 


Class A.—For BEGINNERS. 


PAMPHLETS. Price 
ld. 
2s 
Id. 
Id. 
Id. 
Id. 
Id, 


_ A Sketch of the Vivisection Question, by J. Fraser Hewes 
Experiments on Animals, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. 

Was it for Science? (The Runcorn Donkey Case) 
‘*G.B.S.”’ on the Uselessness of the Inspector 
Vivisection under the Insurance Act (1917) 

Vivisection in Liverpool (1917) 

Registrar General’s Statistics (1900-1920 


The Modern Medicine Man aeihy vaccines and serums 
are made) ae 


Views of Men and Wane of Note. on aReenon 

The Cult of the Vivisector, Bite Dr. Hadwen, J.P. 

Feeding Experiments a ? 

What about Anesthetics ? 

Parabiotic Rats : 

Experiments on Human Beiaen by De Dodger 

Medical Views on Vivisection, by A. F. Whiteley id 

A Hopeful View of Disease, by Major Austin, M.R.C. S., 
EeRK-C:P. 


The Pee and MivisccuGn. by’ the Aes B. G. Bodrhicr. 
M.A. : 


LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). 

In a Vivisector’s Laboratory. 

The Meaning of Anti-Vivisection. 

What the Bishops say. 

Ministry of Health on Diphtheria. 

The Case Against Vaccination. 

To Cat Lovers. 

The Vivisection of Dogs. (Illustrated. ) 
British Vivisection, 1913. 

Poison Gas Experiments. 

Two Dogs under Experiment (Illustration). 
‘Vivisection at a Glance. 

Gloucester ““Scare”’ Leaflets. 

Failure of Vaccination Proved by Statistics. 
Picture Postcard: Is this a Dog? 

The League of Nations and Vivisection. 
Feeding Experiments. (Illustrated.) 
Commercial Experiments. (Illustrated.) 
The Vivisection Problem of To-day (1924). 
The Anti-Vivisection Position. 

Cancer Research. (Illustrated.) 


Membership Certificate. (Illustrated, 35 x 12 ins.) 


6d. 


Class B. 
REFUTATION OF THE ‘CLAIMS OF VIVISECTORS. 
PAMPHLETS. Price 


A Reply to the Lecture of the Research Defence Society 1d. 
The Uselessness of Vivisection, by Prof. Lawson Tait... 3d. 


The Royal Commission’s Report, 1912 (reprinted from the 
Standard), by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. Id. 


Antitoxin Treatment of Diphtheria, by Dr. Hadweo: J. P, 2d. 
Tuberculosis and Cow’s Milk, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... 24. 


The New Tuberculin, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. : ae fale 
Tuberculin as a Cattle Test, by Dr. Hadwen, J. P, Sr ae 
Rats and Fleas: a Discussion on Plague, by Dr. Hadwen, 
: RePio WAG 
Antisepsis or Receer? by Die fHiadiwen, J. P. hn cee bh 
Jennerism and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. aye gee 
The Case against Vaccination, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... Id. 
The Blunders of a Bishop, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P.... ed nee 
Pasteur and Rabies, by Colonel Tillard ... ng hea 1d. 

The International Medical Congress go ihe Dr. 
Hadwen, J.P. Id. 

A Reply to the Research Detence Saciety's eater on 
Typhoid, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... sen allel: 
The Case Against the Research Defence Sagienr ram cls 
The Fraud of Inoculation (from Truth)... oe aes Cl, 
The Fraud of Vaccination (from Truth)... $60 3d. 

Insanitation and Disease, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. (i ceture 
to the Institution of Sanitary Engineers) as a OG 
Pasteur and Pasteurism, by Dr. Hadwen, J.P. ... ee Nkok 
Modern Medicine and the Miracles of Christ 2 me eal ds 


A Vivisection Controversy 
(Dr. Hadwen and Mr. Stephen Paget) 3d. 


LEAFLETS (Single Copies Free). 
The British Empire Cancer Campaign. 
Antitoxin for Diphtheria. 
Malta Fever (The Maltese Muddle). 
Pasteur and Rabies. 
Vaccine for Distemper. 
The Field Distemper Fund. 
Research Defence Prevarications. 
Influenza and the Germ Theory. 
Replies to Research Defence Leaflets. 
Vaccines as Treatment. 


Insulin. 
Verbatim Report of Dr. Hadwen’s Trial ... ere edna 
Verbatim Report of Queen’s Hall Meeting see aby aol 


tibet ONDON? VEGE DARIAN | SOCIETY. tyte a) Hemetetins to kerome Members 
HUMANE AND PURE DIET. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION (For Members and Associates): FIVE SHILLINGS, 


Which includes the cost and delivery of the Society’s Official Organ “‘The Vegetarian News,’’ published Se any price 3d. 


Cotswold Hills 600 feet above sea level, delightful 

scenery and woods, invigorating 

at all seasons, Garden shelters 
commanding exquisite views. 


| 

| 

Food Reform | air. Pleasant in all weathers and 
| 


Holiday Home. 
Specially suited to Convalescents. 


Apply prospectus, THE MANAGERESS, PITCHCOMBE, near STROUD, GLOS. 


Secretary: FRANK WYATT, 8, JoHn St., ADELPHI, W.C. 2. 


“FIRST IMPRESSIONS OF AMERICA” 
By Dr. WALTER R. HADWEN. 
(Illustrated) 10/6. Copies at 6/= from the British Union (Post 6d.) 
** An intensely interesting volume."’—Daily Telegraph. 


HYGEIA HOUSE, 37/39, Warrington Crescent, Maida Hill, London, W.9. 
One of the best known Vegetarian Guest Houses in Great Britain. Four acres 
charming grounds. 12 mins. Piccadilly Circus. Moderate Terms. Illustrated 
Tariff from Manageress, Vegetarian Guest Houses, Ltd., asabove. Tel., Padd. 6136 


Branches and Federated Societies of the British Union. 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. W. 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. i 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Doris SEALY, 25, Foxcombe Road, 
Weston, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH -Hon. Sec., Mrs. HoLiinDALe, 27, Linden Road 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—President, Mrs.O_p. Hon. Sec., Miss H. EGAN, 
23, Francis Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, COUNTESS DE Rivas. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CROFTON, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANSLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec, Miss E. OccLeEsHAw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEwirTtT. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
ViviIAN. Hon. Sec., Mrs. E>bwarpD REEveES, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mr. E. Rusuton, 14, John Street. 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.-—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec.. (Vacant). (For Hove, see below’. 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.O.S.. 59, Ann Street, 
Brisbane, Australia. 

BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE,.— 
Treasurer, Mr. F. C..Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 
BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND. BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
MeapveE-Kino, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowTHer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 

Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —President, Dr. 
Sec., Miss HoLwortny, 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 


Mroat. 


H. Snow. Hon. 
33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant 


BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.— President, Sir JAMES MALCOLM. Hon. 


Sec., Mrs. CLEMENTS, 123, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 
BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. Hon. Sec., Capt. BurRKILL (Affiliated to Manchester Branch). 


CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S, 
Hon. Sec., Mr. C. FoistEer, 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 
CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Sypney 


JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss ROSE BEAVAN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 
CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OGLeBy 
Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. Puittport, 14, Park Place, Cheltenham. 
CHISWICK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 
CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERS. M.A. 
Hon. Sec.. Mr. W. REYNOLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 
COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mrs. 
’F. Witson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 


CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Mrs. ABEL, 85, Calton 


Road, Dulwich, S.E.21, and Mr. W. E. Jay, 46, Greenside Road. Croydon. 
DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec,, Miss Attce Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 
DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE, 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 
EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., 

Grove, Ealing, W.5. 


Lorpd TENTERDEN. Hon. 


Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 


EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HUMPHREY DE~- 


TRAFFORD, Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. BeAr, 8, Mountney Road, 
EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss FRANCES Howarp, 
Imber, Pennsylvania Park, Exeter. 


FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 


Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, © Leigh,’? Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12. 

FOLKESTONE AND HYTHE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Crarke, 
19, Turketel Road. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pore. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. Priestley 
Prime, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. Bourcuier. Hon. 
Sec., Miss DopweLt KiNGsForRD, 9, Eastholmi, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, N.W.11; Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. RUMBOLD. 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., 

’ Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo. near Hertford. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RoTHERHAM. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. Sincer, 109, Lansdowne Place, Hove; 
Miss HarRINGTON. Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq.,M.P. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDEs, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENwortuHy, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Miss BLANCHE Warson, 115, Beverley Road, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon, 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF_ VIVISECTION.—President, 
Dr. HADwWEN. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity Carr, 18, Newgrove Avenue, 
Sandymount, Dublin. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CounTEss or 
AYLESFORD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. FArpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, A. MircHEett, Esq, Hon. Secs., Mr. and 
Mrs. Ho_meEs, Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds. 


LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady RoL.eston. 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. MANNERS, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. HILt, 18, Astley 
Street, Tyldesley, Lancs. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, Rev. W, ALEXANDER KERR. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Der, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, MurreEL COUNTESS DE LA 
Warr Hon. Sec.(protem.), Mr. A. E. BEAUMONT, 8, Priory Terrace,Lewes, 

LINCOLN BRANCH.—President, Rev. J. Lionet TayLer. Hon. Sec., Miss 
Crust, 5, Avondale Street, Monk Road, l.incoln. 

LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH. Hon. Sec., Mr. S, JOSCELYNE, 
95, Botanic Road, Edge Hill, Liverpool. 

MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., 
Southcliffe, Hornyold Road, Malvern. 

MANCHESTER SOCIETY FOR PROTECTION OF ANIMALS FROM 
VIVISECTION.—Offices: 31, Victoria Buildings, St. Mary’s Gate, 


Miss R. OLDFIELD, 


EDWARD - 


C. E. Howe, Esq 


TONBRIDGE BRANCH.—Hon. 


C. THOMAS, 


Mrs. KeitH MacKenzie. 


Sec., Miss JAmMEs, 


MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 

G.H. Pinper, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A. MIDDLETON, 

- Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STockportT 

AvuxILiAry.—-President, Mrs. E. A. Reip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J W. WARREN, 
27. Alldis Street. Great Moor, Stockport. 


MAYFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec.. Miss. HutwH, Martin Lodge. Mayfield, 


MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, Bazi J. PARKINSON, 


Esq. Hon: Sec., Miss H. MAcDOUGALL, 
Ponds, Melbourne. 
MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev, W.H. 
LAMBALLE. Hon. Sec. Mr. S: Brown, 53, Warwick Street, Middlesbrough. 
MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. 
Scaynes Hill, Haywards Heath. 


NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CouNnTEss OF 
TANKERVILLE. Hon, Sec., Mr. L. H. C. RopeNHUuRsT, 30, Kingswood 
Avenue, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

NEW SOUTH WALES BRANCH.—President, Miss A. S. Burpett, Office; 
Room 16, 2nd Floor, Phoenix Chambers, Pitt Street. Sydney. 

NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, Rt. Hon. F. O. RoBERTs, M.P. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. RoBERTS, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CLARKE. 


60, Holmes Road, ogee 


NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss WriGu?, Paniaae Filene Hill 


Road, Ilfracombe. 
NORTHWICH BRANCH‘\—President, Rev. Nore. Nowett. Hon, 
Miss V. D. ARMITAGE, Hartford Manor, Northwich. 
NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRACE SEWELL. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 

NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. : 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DucHEsSs OF PoRTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. FRASER Hewes, Cavelands. Chestnut Grove, Nottingham. 

OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec.,:- Mrs. RoBerts, 100, 
Villa Road, Oldham. 

OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. 
Miss Cuiirrorp, 65, Abingdon Road. 

PLYMOUTH BRANCH.—President, Miss SANDEMAN. Hon. Sec. (Vacant) 

PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The EARL 
or Mar. Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. West 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay; Southsea. Mrs. 
PEARCE JIGGINS, 3, Festing Grove, Southsea. 

PRESTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. D. Warp, The Cottage, Cop Lane, 
Penwortham, Preston. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Cope, Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas, Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 

READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RicHarps. Oakleigh, 
Earley, Near Reading. 

RICHMOND, SURBITON & DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Lapy KATHLEEN 
Busue. Hon. Sec., Mr. F. H. Bovitt, 44, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond. 

SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec.. Rev. W. H. MatrHews, B.A., B.D., 
Grayshott, Glenmore Road, Salisbury. 

SCOTTISH ANTIVIVISECTION SOCIETY.—President, J. M. CROSTHWAITE, 
Esq. Hon. Sec., Mr. J. A. ForsytH, B.L., 207, West George Street, 
Glasgow. 

SHEFFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Puivuies, 8, Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield. 

SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, Ald. T. Pace, J.P. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs, MattHews, Silyer Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 

SKEGNESS AND SPILSBY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. WiNTER. 

SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

SOUTHERN FEDERATION.—Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Tone. 

SOUTH LONDON BRANCH.—Hon.Sec., Mr. A. BELL, 35, Rosedene Avenue, 
Streatham, S.W. 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. WEBB, Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss 
GLApys RoBINSON, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. 

Sec., Mrs. A. SmitH, 


Sec., 


ToYNBEE. Hon., Corresp. Sec., 


Meadowbrook 
Hildenborough, Kent. 

TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. Brine. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton; Assist. Hon, 
Sec.. Mrs. TyLor, 5, Old Mill Road, Chelston, Torquay, 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MACCAusLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Barnett, M.B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. 
iliary Branches at Mayfield, Groombridge, Langton, Lamberhurst, 
Pembury and Crowborough.) * 

UCKFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. WHIFFEN. 

ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEAVER, B.D. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 


UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.— 


President, Rev. P. H. WicksTEED, M.A., D.Litt. 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. JosEPH. 
Sec. (pro tem.), Mr. MIDDLETON, c/o Miss W. Jones, 7, Arpley Street. 


Hon. Sec., Miss ALice 


WEST AUSTRALIAN BRANCH. —President, F. W.R. Hooker, Esq. Hon, 


Sec., Miss D. KELLy, 192, St. George’s Terrace, Perth, W. Australia. 


WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
Pearson, Clovelly, Fermoy Road, Thorpe Bay. f 
WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.—President, Miss RoGers. Hon. Sec., 


(pro tent.), Mr. Comer, 12, Stafford Road, Weston-super-Mare. 

WILBERFORCE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. GEorGE KNiGurt, 17, Wyndham 
Street, Hull, Assist. Hon, Sec., Mrs. Emiry KNIGHT. 

WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH.—President, Ald. J. 
McKenzie, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss SPENCER, 59, Bathurst Gardens, N.W.10.. 
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lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have THE LAST WORDS OF ITS FOUNDRESS. 
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surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who have shared my 
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waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 


but influential body of men, who must be carefully 
distinguished from doctors, few of whom have any “SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 
Autobiography of F, P. COBBE. 
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WHAT IS OUR POLICY? 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


T may be considered rather late in the day to enunciate | 
| Council, directing and controlling its administrative 


the policy of the “British Union for the Abolition 

of Vivisection,’”’ seeing that its name conveys, with 

unmistakable directness, not only its scope and 
object but also its limitations. 
_ The “Constitution” upon which the British Union was 
founded by Miss Frances Power Cobbe and her coadjutors 
27 years ago, and upon which it has been gradually built 
up until it has become the largest organization of its 
kind in the world, is as unmistakable as its title. It 
allows of no compromise nor of any departure from the 
principles which have been laid down. No advocacy of 
or expenditure of funds for objects outside the limits 
of its prescribed policy is permitted by its rules. That 
policy, as already indicated, is embraced in its title— 


' “The Abolition of Vivisection,’’ and that alone. 


Moreover, the British Union is a Union of many 
A Branch is part of the whole; it subscribes 
to the same rules, is bound by the same policy; is repre- 
sented by its delegates at the same Council which controls 
the work and finances of the Union; and the Central 


il 


London Committee is the authorized executive of the 


work. : 
Upon the Central Committee rests the responsibility 


| of maintaining, during the intervening periods of the 


Council Meetings, the integrity of the Union’s policy, 
and of safeguarding its principles against any attempts 
at undermining made, either by design or in ignorance, 
directly or indirectly, by its members. 

Every now and then an attempt has been made by 
well-intentioned but ill-informed persons to lower the 
standard of the British Union policy or to divert its 
advocacy and funds into channels which do not come 
within its legitimate range, and leaders of the Union have 
been frequently submitted to adverse criticism on their 
refusal to endorse these procedures. 

Perhaps one of the most seductive pleas which has had 
to be met again and again during the last quarter of a 
century is the demand for a Constructive policy in the 
place of the policy of Destruction which constitutes the 
scheme of the British Union. We have on several 
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occasions written upon that subject in these columns; 
it has formed the theme of much correspondence, and, 
not infrequently, advocates of the constructive idea 
have exhibited the strongest opposition and even animosity 


to the course which we are bound by our Constitution to . 


pursue. 

Not, let it be understood, that the leaders of the Union 
are tyrannized over by a slavish subjection to the Rules 
upon which the Society is founded. On the contrary, 
one and all of them are fully and unhesitatingly con- 
vinced that its policy is sound; that it is the only policy 
which can be pursued with success, and one which is 
alone consistent with the best methods of fighting a 
great evil. 


Some objectors have called the system which they | 


advocate ‘‘ Constructive Anti-vivisection,’’ without realiz- 


ing the contradiction in terms which underlies this specious | 


title; nor do they perceive that a departure from the 
destructive policy, prior to the completion of the act of 
destruction, must weaken its power to destroy, and 


would withdraw attention from the evil it is designed to © 


exterminate. 

Some time ago, for instance, when ‘‘ Abrams’ Electronic 
Reactions”? was receiving considerable attention, we were 
inundated with letters from every part of the Kingdom, 


urging the British Union to make this new method of | 
_ remedies will then be manufactured, and each person 
with the triumph of | 
vivisection will be speedily doomed. We | 
went on with our own work. Time has shown the wisdom © 


diagnosis and treatment the first plank in its platform, 
for, said our correspondents, 
“SAGton ae 


of our action. 


and largely advertised as a cure for something or other, 


but we receive shoals of letters about it, urging that the © 
British Union should advocate the remedy as part of its | 


policy, as this would be an answer to the claims of the 
vivisector who poses as a elec) in effective treatment. 


Our invariable answer is:—‘‘Our policy does not lie in — 
the treatment of disease, but in the abolition of a false | 


and cruel method of investigating it.” 


Che Consumption Curers. 


been in rivalry as discoverers of a serum or vaccine for 
tuberculosis, and each has secured a Press stunt. 

The Spahlinger boom has succeeded so well that we find 
public meetings (such as that presided over by the Mayor 
of Swansea on September 14) actually passing resolutions 
suggesting that the Spahlinger Institute in Geneva be 
bought and invested in the names of British trustees, 
and leased to Mr. Spahlinger at a nominal rent, as a 
permanent bacteriological laboratory. 

Dr. Calmette, of the French Academy of Medicine, 
runs a Close race with Spahlinger; his vaccine is hailed 
with the record that “experiments with monkeys have 
proved successful, and similar results have been obtained 
from experiments on calves.” 


[ seenin: the past month at least three vivisectors have 
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animals, and make vivisection a penal offence—which 


_ which is inimical to independent thought. 
There is scarcely a preparation placed on the market | 


of the great crime perpetrated upon human and subhuman 
At present, the medical profession is dominated by a _ 
little clique of vivisection faddists, who profess, MS the | 


1925. 
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| priests of old and the African medicine man of Meet 


to hold the key that unlocks mysteries which lie beyond 
the ken of the ordinary mortal. In common with the 
priests and medicine men, the vivisector surrounds 
himself with sacrificial ‘‘charms,’’ associated with the 
blood of animals or with mysterious unseen agencies, 
by which he preys upon the credulity of the educated and 
uneducated classes. 

Now we are expected, by endeavouring to discover 
new lines of treatment, or by advertising and supporting 
lines of treatment discovered by others, to compete with 
these fanatical followers of a false and pernicious creed. 
We wish to insist that we are not concerned with allopath, 
or homceopath, or hydropath, or neuropath, or osteopath, 
or chiropractic, or psycho-analyst, or faith healer, or | 
with the thousand and one remedies for the thousand and 
one ailments of the human race. It is not our job. We 
are out to smash the whole vile system of those pseudo-_ 
scientific debauchees who uselessly torment living animals 
under the absurd idea of finding remedies for the diseases 
of human beings. We leave to others the trying and test- 
ing of the innumerable competitive nostrums and alleged 
remedies which flood the commercial market to-day. 

When we get rid of the cruel exploitation of living 


we shall do one of these days—none but non-vivisectional 


will be free to test their respective merits (as, in fact, 
everybody is at liberty to do now), and the medical pro- 
fession itself will cease to be dominated by a hierarchy — 


Let it be clearly understood that the British Union as 
a Union, whether in whole or in part, has no concern with 
the propagation of methods of treatment, and further, 
lays claim to no constructive policy beyond that of the 
advocacy of sanitation and hygiene by which alone all 
““zymotic diseases’’ have been reduced, the general health 
improved and the death-rate lowered. Its policy is 
that of ABOLITION pure and simple; the suppression 


creatures, which constitutes, in our opinion, the foulest 
plot upon the civilization of our time. 


The third claimant is Dr. Nathan Raw, ex-M.P., who 
has » discovered a vaccine to save us all from catching 
tuberculosis.’ } 

Identical paragraphs concerning the three having 
appeared all over the country, it is clear that somebody 
is managing the advertisement department. But these 
are only the last in a long list of alleged “‘consumption 
curers,’’ all of whom have failed. Tuberculosis is not 
amenable to any inoculation; it is entirely a matter of 
conditions, and until these are remedied there can be no 
universal cure. Let it be remembered that the disease 
declined 50 per cent. before even the alleged bacillus 
was discovered. As that decline was admittedly due to 
sanitary improvements, any further decline is bound to 
depend upon the same factor. , 
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paign Van! 
The accounts 
received from 
the piaces 
visited by Mr. Maurice Toms and the van of the 


Southern Federation are encouraging and enthusi - 


astic. About 500 members have been enrolled 
during August and early September in the Isle of 
Wight and Portsmouth area, and Mr. Toms gives 
high praise to the volunteer workers who have so 
splendidly assisted him in labours generally occupy - 
ing some 12 hours a day. We are delighted to be 
able to state that a well-known worker for our Cause, 
who wishes to be anonymous, has promised to 
present to the Southern Federation a new and well - 
equipped van early next spring, on the understanding 
that it will sometimes be available for work in the 
South - Western districts as well as the South -Eastern, 
which provided, and have been mainly served by, 
the present van. Mr. Toms, whose labours are 
greatly appreciated by the donor, will choose this 
new van and have it fitted according to his own plan. 

The new van of the Western Federation is now 
ready for work, and is a beautiful little model, 
smaller than that of the Southern Federation but 
with equipments the necessity for which experience 
has taught. As this van will be dependent upon 
volunteer drivers and organisers, much enthusiasm 
and hard work are called for on the part of the mem - 
bers of the Branches concerned. 

Captain and Mrs. Carey’s Presentation Van is on 
order, and will be despatched to Lincoln when 
ready. A driver is provided for that district. 

The chief difficulty in making the utmost use of 
the vans consists in the fact that capable drivers, | 
who can give whole-time service, are not very 


_ easily found. We know at least two, who would | 
; \ 
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THE VAN CAMPAIGN. 


devote themselves to the double work of driving and 
propaganda with the most whole-hearted zeal, and 
it is hard when, after volunteer service has been 
rendered in the holidays, a time of parting comes 
because the enthusiast has to return to the dull 
routine of earning a living. Such persons would 
work for the British Union for a mere pittance, but 
unfortunately they have not independent means. 
A very generous endowment will be necessary before 
we can think of placing each van in the hands 
of a permanent driver, a course suggested by 
considerations of security as well as of continuous 
propaganda. Meanwhile, we can put Branches 
in touch with possible temporary drivers for 
campaigns. 

The following donations have been received at 
headquarters. A _ certain proportion has _ been 
allocated to the purchase of vans and the necessary 
equipment. 


Brett, Miss E. M. 
Brierley, Mrs. 

Charles, Miss S. 

Finchley Branch 

Ford, Miss A. 

Ford, Miss B. ir, 
Hallam, F. L., Esq. 
Heriot, Mrs. Geo. 
Henderson, Mrs. K.M. . 
Honey and Paddy (Pussies) 
Jackson, Miss We He 
Jones, Miss M. Ae 
Lehmann -Rees, Miss A. 
Linton, Miss S. S. 

Pestell, Mrs. E. 

Slingsby, Mrs. 

Smyth, Mrs. .. 

Swale, Miss A. J. 

Watt, Miss 

Weeks, Mrs. 

Previously collected 
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Aspell, Miss E. 2 0 0 
Aitchison, Mrs. J. 5 0 0 
Applin, Miss M. 0 5 0 
Arnold, Mrs. L. A. 010 6 

_ Brooks, Mrs. M. 0 5 0 


£ 
Burton, G. F. E., Esq. 1 
Barber, Mrs. “ ay, a 0 
Barton, Mrs. A. H. Be a 0 
Barnes, Mrs. H. 0 
Barclay, Mrs. H. 0 
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Boardman, Misses 
Baines, Mrs. L. 
Buckley, Miss $ 
Bentley, Miss A. E. 
Bates, J., Esq. 
Bielby, Miss E. 
Cooper, Miss 
Clarkson, Mrs. 
Cope, Misses 
Corkill, Mrs. 

Dean, J. R., Esq. 
Denton, W. H., a 
Evans, Mrs. 

Finney, Miss E. M. 
Gage, Miss 4 
Gilliat, Mrs. F. E. 
Gibson, Mrs. Eva 
Garnett, Mrs. Stewart 
Hall, J., Esq. 
Hague, Miss R. 
Huntbach, Mrs. 
Hall, Miss E. 
Healey, Miss B. 
Hill, Master J. B. . 
Higham, Mrs. 
Hagan, Miss 

Isaacs, Misses M. and E.. 
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Ingall, Miss .. ; 
Johnson, Miss M. T. 
Johnson, Miss 

Kilner, Miss F. 
Lomas, M. J., Esq. 
Lord, Miss 

Leach, Miss B. 
Murray, Mrs. J. 
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Petty, Miss Watson 
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Taylor, Miss. 
Thomson, Mist 
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Vivigection! a Monstfrosify.”’ 
By Dr. ABEL DESJARDINS (President of the Society of Surgeons, Paris). 


Republished from “‘ L’Intransigeant,” August 25, 1925. 


. three points of view: the humanitarian, 
the surgical and the physiological. 

(1) From the humane standpoint, 
‘; vivisection legitimate? I think it is a 
monstrosity. The Catholic religion 
decided once for all that, among all 
terrestrial creatures, man alone possesses 
a soul; and that by reason of this superiority 
he has the right to kill or cause suffering 
to other creatures who do not possess a 
soul (or who possess one which differs from 
the Catholic ideal—that is why heretics 
were tortured !). 

I am not absolutely certain that men 
have souls: I am much inclined to believe 
that animals are not destitute of them. 

But in any case the suffering imposed upon animals, 
with or without souls, appears to me equally hateful. 


(2) Is vivisection useful from the surgical point of | 
Contrary to the opinion of Dr. Tuffier, I answer | 
that I have never known a single good operator who has | 


view? 


learnt anything whatever from experiments on animals. 
We learn our surgical work by diligently serving under a 


master surgeon for long years, seeing how he sets about | 


surmounting the difficulties that arise, strictly following 
his methods, until the day arrives when we know the 
procedure well enough to be able to practise it to per- 


is | 


has | 


VIVISECTION should be regarded from | fection in our turn, ever progressing in operative technique. 
| It seems to me that the surgeon, 


who ought above all 
things to be compassionate, can gain nothing from the 
school of cruelty. 

To show the uselessness of experimenting on animals— 
if indeed it be necessary—I need only add that it would 
never enter into the head of a surgeon to present himself 
as a pupil at a veterinary college; and I think the reader, 


| lke myself, will feel that he would prefer to have his 


son operated on by a surgeon who has learnt his trade 
under the direction of an eminent teacher, above all 
one who is not cruel, rather than by a surgeon who has 
only practised on animals. 

(3) Is vivisection necessary from the physiological 
point of view? I am not a physiologist, and my opinion 


_ would not be valuable on the point. 


[We are delighted to note the opinion of so eminent an — 
It will be seen that Dr. Desjardins — 
The latter 


authority on surgery. 
does not venture on the domain of physiology. 
pursuit is devoid of the practical aim of relieving hwmnan 
suffering, and may easily be made an excuse for cruelty, 
all criticism being rejected on the ground that the physiologist 


| alone understands what he is doing. This method of making 
| an interested party sole judge of his own work will not — 
and the public is generally — 


appeal to sensible persons, 
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misled by the belief that vivisection is practised solely for — 


the sake of aiding the physician and the surgeon.—ED., 
ABOLITIONIST. | 


‘ 


» 
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T ne MORAL ASPECT OF VIVISECTION. 


me iit moral aspect is, the writer 
feels, the crux of the whole 
subject of vivisection. Have we 
any right to sacrifice animals in 
their millions on the altar of 
science; to try’ toewrest= the 
secrets of Nature from their 
tortured bodies? The argument 
of the survival of the fittest may 
apply to the lower forms of life, 
where Nature desires to eliminate 
the weak, but it should not be 
applied by the human race as an excuse for its merciless ex- 
ploitation of the animal creation. The law for the higher 
should be protection and consideration for the weaker. 

The human race could be healthy if it chose. It 
expects, however, to transgress all the laws of health, 
and looks upon the inevitable result of this transgression, 
disease, as something very evil in itself; whereas the 
evil lies in disobeying the laws of nature. 

Our medical scientists to-day are obsessed by the germ 
theory of disease. They seek to reproduce human 
diseases in the bodies of animals, so that they may con- 
coct unwholesome mixtures (euphemistically named sera, 
which consist wholly of diseased animal matter) and 
inject them into human bodies in the hope that they will 
thereby stamp out disease! Disease can never be cured 
by disease. The whole system is scientifically unsound, 
and morally wrong, and is a great bar to the proper 
study of mankind. Our scientists are groping in the dark 
over the suffering bodies of sentient creatures, and true 
knowledge will never be gained in this way. Man is 
a highly complex being, and to study his diseases from a 
physical standpoint only is the sure way to court disaster. 
In fact, the horrible rite of injecting diseased animal 
matter ifito the blood of children and men and women 
savours more of black magic than anything else; the 
horrors of its preparation can only find a parallel in the 
dark witchcraft of the Middle Ages, and its instruments 
for holding the animals immovable during operations 
are only comparable with those of the torture dens of the 
Inquisition. The suffering of animals in vivisection 
laboratories must indeed excel the sufferings of the 
wretched victims of the Inquisition. 

THE CRUELTY WIDESPREAD 

Medical research the world over has become synonymous 
with cruel animal experiments, and animals are used in 
their millions for this work. The cruelty of the thought- 
less man to his beast of burden is nothing compared with 
the cruelty practised in the name of humanity by our 
highly civilised(!) men of science, for their object is to 
create pain and disease in the animal, so that they may 
Classify all their observations. Take the case of Dr. 
C. W. Crile, who mutilated 148 dogs in all kinds of 
atrocious ways that he might write a scientific treatise 
on surgical shock. The result of his observation of all 
this welter of animal suffering, was, in his own words, 
“The result of action is reaction; of rest is restoration.’’! ! 
Can there be any possible excuse for such conduct ? What 
can be the mentality of men who make animals work 
treadmills without rest, who put cats in cages and allow 
dogs to bark at them for certain periods, who keep them 
from sleep until they die (note the remark, ‘“‘Dogs die 
sooner from lack of sleep than from lack of food’’) in order 
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that fantastic tests may be made with Fatigue Vaccine? 
The method of keeping dogs continually awake consists 
of tying them up with so short a chain that when the 
tendency for sleep overcomes them, the collar half 
strangles them and they are obliged to spring up again. 
When they have suffered enough from insomnia they are 
killed, their blood collected, and the serum after separa- 
tion injected into normal animals! Presumably the 
latter are then worked until exhausted, so that the Fatigue 
Vaccine may be tested. Is this the work of men or devils? 
Yet these men are held in high esteem by their fellows. 
In fact Fellowship of the Royal Society is a not unusual 
award granted to those who have gained eminence in 
this profession by their laboratory experiments. 

Why should our scientists be considered above the 
moral law? If the man in the street were to do any one 
of the above things, he would be punished, and rightly 
so; yet scientists are allowed to torture innumerable 
animals, because it is supposed to be done for the sake of 
humanity, and to further the cause of science. Other 
sciences have to conform to the laws of Nature, and medical 
science will find that it can be no exception to this 
rule. 

True knowledge can never be procured in evil ways. 
That which passes for knowledge is madness and a 
delusion of the senses. People lose sight of the fact 
that there is an immoral way of gaining knowledge, as 
there is of acquiring wealth. 

DANGER TO MANKIND. 

An ever-increasing danger lies also in experiments upon 
human beings. Children are especially liable to this, 
particularly those living in institutions without parents 
to protect them. The natural sequel to animal experi- 
mentation is human, and it is ever hanging like a sword 
over the heads of defenceless children. 

Vivisection is a great evil and needs fighting as such, 
with all the forces at our command. It needs the com- 
bined effort of all humane and right-thinking people. 
Unity is strength. It has in most countries the support of 
the existing governments, and the public is deluded into 
giving money to support it in the hope of a universal 
cure for all its ills. It hopes by the use of sera and 
vaccines (each one procured at the expense of great suffer- 
ing to an animal) to continue to violate the laws of health. 
Is it possible for humanity to be blinder in regard to its 
physical well-being than it is now? It is almost incredible 
that people can pin their faith to these horrible con- 
coctions, these products of diseased imaginations. If 
there is no virtue in a pure blood-stream, what is the 
meaning of health? 

It is useless waiting for a change of heart on the part of 
our scientists. ‘‘It is always wiser to force the current of 
events than to wait for time.” This is a question that 
concerns the man in the street, just as much as the scientist 
in his laboratory, because the theories of scientists, 
although first tested on animals, are later tried on man. 
As this scientific cruelty is also done in the name of 
humanity, humanity must bear the moral responsibility 
for it. It therefore behoves everyone to look into the 


| subject for himself, and if he feels and sees the cruelty 


and injustice of animal experimentation, to join with 
those who are working to abolish this evil, and to pro- 
tect these unfortunate animals who are in the hands of 
those without mercy. 
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New Publications. 

We are often asked, when Christmas is drawing near, 
whether we publish a calendar? We have done so in 
past years, but the demand did not justify the expenditure ; 
moreover, people are apt to receive too many calendars 
at Christmas. So this year we are making a new depar- 
ture; we shall publish an attractive and inexpensive 
volume of cheerful (mostly comic) pictures, with amusing 
verses describing them—needless to say, drawing a moral 
in favour of Anti-vivisection. This booklet can be sent 
to anybody as an ordinary Christmas reminder and is 
sure to be read for the sake of the amusement it will 
afford. The terrible side of the case must for the occasion 
be kept in the background, yet it will not be ignored; 
a hint of the cruelties of vivisection, although not obtruded, 
will be there. Our readers are asked to wait till next 
month for further particulars. 

We were distressed to learn recently that a bookseller 
told an applicant for Dr. Hadwen’s “‘ First Impressions 
of America’’ that it was out of print! The fact is, the 
British Union has, by agreement with the author and the 
publishers, taken charge of the remaining stock, and is 
selling copies at 6s. 6d. post free. This book (which does 
not deal with Anti-vivisection) would form a very hand- 
some Christmas present, and we shall be glad to receive 
orders. 

A glance at the inner cover of the ABTLITIONIST will 
show that we have added to our stock of leaflets and 
pamphlets. We have now an illustrated Cancer Research 
leaflet, and Dr. Gertrude Best’s correspondence with the 
Secretary of the British Empire Cancer Campaign, Major 
Austin’s “Hopeful View of Disease,”? and ‘‘How to 
Answer” have been reproduced from our columns as 
pamphlets. We are greatly indebted to the Rev. B. G. 
Bourchier, M.A., for permission to republish the chapter 
“Concerning Vivisection”’from his book which we reviewed 
in our June issue. This we have published under the 
title “‘The Church and Vivisection.”’ 


Article in ‘‘ Truth.’’ 

Truth of September 16 contained a long article on 
“Smallpox and Vaccination,’”” by Dr. Hadwen, being a 
reply to an article by Dr. Jameson, which had appeared 
in the National Review. We have a few copies to send to 
inquirers. 

Poison Gas. 

The Toronto Globe had a leader, in its issue of August 21, 
with which we entirely agree. It pilloried the United 
States chemical interests for opposition to the Geneva 
anti-poison gas protocol, quoting the New York Journal 
of Commerce as follows :— 

“The chemical clans are marshalling for a drive in the Senate to 
prevent ratification of the Geneva anti-poison gas protocol at the 
next Session of Congress. 

“Aid of allied industries, notably the dye producers, is to be 
asked in an effort to line up sufficient opposition in the Senate 
to avoid American participation in international agreements 
outlawing chemical warfare which might result injuriously to 
the commercial production of chemicals. 

“According to the view of quarters here closely associated with 
the domestic chemical industry, the fight on the Geneva protocol 
will vie in importance with the forthcoming battle over the entry 
of the United States into the World Court. Industry, it is con- 
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tended, is directly interested in the former proposal to a much 
greater extent than in the latter.” 


‘“Only yesterday,” complains the Globe writer, “the 
whole world was startled and shaken by the hideous, 
heartless ingenuity which let loose the awful plagues of 
poison and disease. There was determination on the 
part of civilisation that such devilry, at least, should 
end, and end for ever. And now—this!”’ 

Commercial interests appear to lurk behind nearly 
all the forms of evil. If a fight can be organised to 
continue the use of poison-gas, ever developing through 
hideous tortures inflicted on helpless animals, it seems 
easy to conceive that the war itself was the result of 
similar machinations. 


Antitoxin Injected for Sore Throats. _ 

The Windsor, Eton and Slough Express, dealing with a 
report for the week ending August 7, states: 

“Diphtheria was notified on eight occasions and there was no 
death. The Council’s arrangement for each doctor in the town 
to have always in his possession one full dose of antitoxin for 
immediate use in any case thought to be diphtheria, and in every 
case of lavyngeal inflammation in children, is still working well. 
Further supplies are immediately available if required, and a 
syringe may be lent in emergency to avoid any loss of time. Such 
use of antitoxin is entirely harmless, and it avoids the dangerous 
delay involved in waiting for the testing of swabs.” 


Since Dr. Hadwen’s trial, diphtheria is notified where 
it does not exist, doctors wishing to be “‘on the safe side,”’ 
and it is not unlikely that the eight cases were not 
diphtheria. 

We have, however, italicised the important point in 
this report. Antitoxin is now given for complaints 
other than diphtheria, although it is prepared from the 
alleged specific germ of that disease. 

The last sentence quoted is obviously false. 
from antitoxin are recognised by the profession. 
Tests on Children. 

It has often been pointed out that if the Schick test 
for diphtheria is employed in schools, the method cannot 
stop there. Other tests are bound to follow, and the 
number of inoculations which our children will soon be 
expected to endure cannot well be estimated. Some idea 
of the dangers which lie ahead may be gained from the 
discussions at the Annual Congress of the Royal Sanitary 
Association of Scotland, reported in the Glasgow Herald 
of September 5. 

The Medical Officer of Health for Glasgow, Dr. A. S. M. 
Macgregor, read a paper on ‘‘Modern Methods in the 
Prevention and Treatment of Infectious Disease.’? The 
Schick test, it appears, has been tried on ‘“‘a large series 
of children in a Glasgow fever hospital.’ It is alleged 


Deaths 


that from 70 to 80 per cent. of children under five, and 


from 60 to 70 per cent. between the ages of five and ten, 
were found “‘susceptible’”’ to diphtheria—which opens up 
a fine field for the manufacturers of antitoxin! 


‘«So far as observations had gone, immunity lasted for about 
three years.’’ 


So that a fresh inoculation may be expected at least 
two or three times during each child’s school life in regard 
to this one disease only. 

But Dr. Macgregor next dealt with the Dick test for 
scarlet fever. The practical application of this, he 
thought, was still on “‘somewhat empirical lines’; but 
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cautious and are warmly advocating it. 


OcTOBER 1, 1925. 


Anyway, being 
on the same lines as the Schick test, it is bound to follow, 


and Dr. Macgregor gave it a half-hearted blessing. 


He proceeded :— 

““Measles was also being investigated by similar methods. 
serum of convalescent patients had been used for the temporary 
protection of children exposed to attack.” 


The measles-test is sure to be introduced into our | 


schools sooner or later, if the public permit it. 
Calmette’s vaccine for tuberculosis was next dealt 
with, and Dr. Macgregor said that “‘the vaccine had been 
tested in Paris for the protection of young children.” 
This vaccine, though horrible and filthy in its origin, 
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: Mosquito Bites for Insanity. 


_ has the advantage, so far as the children are concerned, 
of being administered by the mouth. 


- quieting suggestion from one 


After this amount of dis- 


Medical Officer of Health, 
_ another (from Dundee) having 


vironmental hygiene had been the 
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_ followed by the statement that 


return. 


given a general assent to it, 
mildly put forward the view 


“They must not allow that 
method to put into the background 
other methods of control. En- 


sheet anchor of preventive medi- 
cine, and by encouraging a proper 
mode of life they might develop a 
natural immunity.” 


We are glad that at least 
one note of commonsense was 
struck. 


A Malaria Scare. 

The Daily Telegraph ot 
August 22 contained an alar- 
mist article and leader about 
the alleged danger of malaria 
in this country through the 
bite of mosquitoes. It is truc 
that there had been a few 
recent deaths from insect bites, 
which fact is cited, but as 
none of the insects concerned, 
so far as we recollect, were 
mosquitoes, the reference is ‘sect 
elvan: It is immediately 2 
“to render help to sufferers, 
there is a hospital at the In- 
stitute’ (the Ross Institute, 
Putney Heath, for which 
funds are asked)—for all the 
world as if such deaths were a common occurrence ! 

The facts about malaria are these. Before the marshes | 
of England were drained, the disease flourished here. 
As an indigenous disease it is now practically extinct, 


any change.” 


saw.” 


although persons who have lived abroad in malarious 


countries are apt to suffer from it more or less on their 
There is not the slightest evidence that the 
anopheles mosquito is disseminating it. Yet the leader 
in the Daily Telegraph, which is frankly a begging appeal, 
closes thus :— 

“We are not so fortunate as a people that we need the chastening | 
of a plague.” | 

In the unlikely event of a ‘‘ plague” of malaria occurring | 


in England, it would undoubtedly be ascribed to marshes 


EXCHANGING DISEASES. 


BRAIN SPECIALIST—‘‘ To tell you the truth I fail to detect 


MALARIA SPECIALIST—' What,no change? Why, my dear 
sir, it’s one of the most beautiful cases of malaria I ever 
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and mosquitoes which it needs some ingenuity to find. 
Perhaps the same thing has happened elsewhere. We 
cannot trust people who make mountains out of molehills 
because they have Institutes to maintain. 


The Westminster Gazette of August 13, as well as other 
papers, described one of the latest treatments for insanity, 
as follows :— 

“Malaria mosquitoes are now being used at an Epsom mental 
hospital to infect patients suffering from general paralysis of the 
insane. 

“Tt is claimed that the shock of malaria acts o the organismsn 
in the spine and brain that are responsible for paralysis, destroys 


| their virulence, and in many cases has the effect, it is claimed, 


of restoring the patient’s sanity. 


“Infection is conveyed through 
the bite of the mosquito. The 
method employed is as follows :— 


“The patient is taken into a 
special room having double doors 
and windows. The room contains 
no crevice in which an infected 
mosquito could be lost. An expert 
releases the mosquitoes one by one 
from a special box.” 

Of course the mosquitoes 
bite the patients. We presume 
the attendants are kept well 
covered against their attacks. 
We can only hope that the 
insane persons do not realise 
what is being done. Probably 
ere long the orthodox treat- 
ment for one disease will be 
to try another instead. Coin- 
cidences will always enable 
the doctor to believe that one 
drove the other away. 


An advertisement in manu- 
script has reached us through 
the post. It is quite apropos. 


“Sealed tenders are required for 
a supply of malarial mosquitoes 
for the treatment of general 
paralysis of the insane at B—— 
and other mental institutions for 
the year 1926. Quotations stat- 
ing price of insects per million 
are invited under the following 
= headings :— 

“A —Ordinary 
Carriers ; 

‘'B.—Yellow Fever Carriers for 
more obstinate cases. 

“All insects will only be ac- 
cepted when guaranteed saturated, 
and a carrier’s certificate must be submitted with each insect. 

“All tenders should be submitted not later than March 31, 1926, 
to the Editor, D—— F . Tenders will be opened and con- 
sidered on April Ist, 1926.” 


Tertian Ague 


Arthur Mee on Brain Surgery. 
“Brain surgery would have been impossible if Horsley 
had not mapped out the brain, discovered what parts 


' controlled speech, fingers and so on.” 


This extremely ignorant assertion, which ascribes to 
Sir Victor Horsley in the most wholesale way the dis- 
coveries of others, was made by Mr. Arthur Mee, who is 
diligently using his children’s papers My Magazine and 
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the Children’s Newspaper as media for the propagation 
of vivisectionist views. Mr. Forsyth, Secretary of the 
Scottish Anti-vivisection Society, recently expostulated 
with him about this practice, and courteously begged 
permission for a reply article to something that had 
appeared. Mr. Mee replied with the definite statement 
that no Anti-vivisectionist article would be allowed in 
any of the papers he controls. - He seems to regard himself 
as running the ‘‘Children’s Corner” of the Research 
Defence Society. 


On July 16, 1883, when the chief researches in con- 
nection with the brain centres were being made, the 


Lancet stated that pathological observation was doing | 


more to advance our knowledge of cerebral functions 
than physiological experiment, and added :— 


‘« At any rate this would seem to be true of the doctrine of 
cerebral localisation.’’ 


This answers Mr. Mee’s claim that brain surgery 
would have been “impossible”? without experiment. The 
speech centre was discovered by Broca; MHughlings 
Jackson discovered most of the other centres; Horsley 
only professed to have discovered some of the finer ones, 
such as those of the fingers, but many of his claims have 
been disputed. 


A Blasphemous Parallel, 
The July issue of the British Messenger, a religious 


publication, had a particularly absurd article entitled | 


““Germs: the Phagocyte Cells’? in its section described 
as ‘‘For Youth,” and dealing with the wonders of Nature. 
The Metchnikoffian idea of the phagocytes, or white 
corpuscles of the blood, acting as germ-devourers, is 
expounded, with references to animal experiments, after 
which the soul is compared with the body, sin with 
disease-germs and antitoxin with “the blood of the 
Redeemer.”’ This strikes us as blasphemous as well as 
mawkish, and we can only conclude that the writer is 
as intent on enlisting the sympathies of the young in the 
practice of vivisection as Mr. Arthur Mee shows himself 
to be. He writes :— 


“How, you ask, may I, who have sinned, conscious of my 
disease and of my danger, obtain this spiritual serum, if 1 may 
use the term. How can I be inoculated with it?” 


The persons who can be reached by this kind of appeal 
would probably be horrified if we compared Jesus Christ 
with a horse; yet there is one thing, and one only, which 
gives a kind of aptitude to the crude comparison—the 
fact that innocent victims suffer vicariously. The differ- 
ence lies in the fact that the sacrifice on Calvary was a 
voluntary one. 


The writer, however, tells his young readers that he 
is ‘thankful to be able to say that the horses do not 
suffer the slightest inconvenience.” It seems unlikely 
that he himself would anticipate no inconvenience from 
the experience of having disease-matter repeatedly in- 
jected into him and then being repeatedly bled; and we 
know from scientific publications that horses used for 
antitoxin, while their sufferings may not be severe at 
the time, do ultimately die of disease created by the 
process. He may be entirely ignorant of this side of the 
picture, but it is a pity that he should try to sanctify the 
work of the animal laboratory by associating it with 
Christianity. It is not the first time that similar 
blundering efforts have been made. 


Differences of Animals and Man. 


The Times of September 8 quoted from a paper by Dr. 
W. Savage in the Veterinary Journal, the following 
remarks :— 

“While the germs of typhoid and paratyphoid feverS exert a 
profound influence on human beings, they appear to have little 
or no effect on animals. On the other hand, the germ of botulism 
causes ‘limberneck’ in chickens and gives rise to forage-poisoning 
in horses. Other germs which cause blood-poisoning in animals 
give rise only to minor symptoms in human beings.” 


Since there are obviously essential differences in the 
constitution of each species of animal, causing the effects 
of the same inoculation to vary, it is clear that animal 
experimentation with a view to studying the diseases of 
man must be misleading. 


Inoculated for a Human Bite. 


The Westminster Gazette of September 11 reported the 
facts concerning the death of a girl at Vienna from the 
playful bite of a young man. Apparently ashamed of the 
occurrence, she told a doctor that a dog had bitten her, 
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and although it is not suggested that there was any © 


ground for fears of hydrophobia, she underwent a course 
of anti-rabic injections. After about a dozen of these she 
died, having first become paralysed. 

Whether this development was considered due to 
‘paralytic rabies’? we do not know, but the authorities 
must have been considerably astonished when girl friends 
revealed the truth that there had been no dog in the case 
at all. Paralysis and death have been known to follow 
the Pasteur treatment before, when the dog that had bitten 
the patient remained well, thus proving that death was 
due to the treatment and not to the bite. 
case we have further evidence that the Pasteurian anti-rabic 
inoculation results in something which is erroneously 
described as “paralytic vabies,”’ (for it has not the symp- 
toms of the latter disease). We have no doubt that the 
girl in question died as the result of the treatment and 
not of the young man’s bite, which could not have been 
severe, since it was inflicted merely in play. Terror of a 
scratch led to disaster. But of course those responsible 
for the outcome would not admit it. 


In the present | 


In the course of the ‘‘medical discussion” created by — 


the girl’s death, Dr. Kraus ‘“‘stated that there was evi- 
dence that the human saliva was toxic. A series of investi- 
gations by Pasteur showed that over 32 different strains of 
pathological micro-organisms have been isolated from 
human saliva, some with distinctly virulent effects.” 

The fact that Pasteur found these 32 different strains 
of germs in ordinary human saliva only shows how little 
germs need be feared. 


The Rodeo. 


We have received a letter from Mr. Henry B. Amos, ~ 


hon. secretary of the Leeds Rodeo Protest Committee, 
in the following terms :— 


“It will interest the readers of the ABoLITIONIST to know that 
the Stadium, erected in Leeds for the purpose of a Rodeo but never 
used, is coming down. This, as you are aware, is the second 
Stadium there to yield, within the last nine months, to the pressure 


of public opinion, and should, I think—as I am sure we all fer- | 


vently hope—mark the end of a Rodeo ever again being attempted 
on a large scale in this country.” 


We heartily congratulate Mr. Amos and his fellow 
workers on this conclusion to a splendid fight. 
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Cancer Research. 

The Daily Mail of September 11 contained an account 
of how Dr. T. Lumsden, at the Lister Institute, has 
_ “cured” a sarcoma previously implanted in rats. 

“Among 50 rats inoculated with what is called Jensen’s Rat 
Sarcoma, 41 (82 per cent.) were cured. Of another 50 ‘control’ 
animals which were either not treated at all or were treated without 

_ the serum, there were only eight recoveries; in the remaining 42 

(84 per cent.) the cancer tumours continued to grow. 

“Not only is it claimed that the serum has cured cancer growths, 
but that it has conferred immunity, so that after being cured 
animals could not be infected again, as they were at first, by 
implanting cancer cells in their bodies.” 

The details of these cruel experiments are given in 
the Lancet, together with photographs of the rats, showing 
the growth of artificial tumours on their legs. Vivisectors 
have been practising this kind of work for many years, 
but we get no nearer a cure for human cancer. 


Blame the Germ. 

The Northern Echo of September 1 related how a work- 
man had been “‘kicked”’ by a machine he was polishing ; 
his arm rapidly swelled, and he ultimately died at St. 
Bartholomew's Hospital of blood poisoning. 
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Internal hemorrhage and nerve-injury would appear 
a sufficient explanation to most people; but the germ- 
theorists must drag in their fetish. Dr. Frederick D. 
Poole, faced at the inquest with the fact that there was 
no bruise or abrasion by which any germ could have 
entered the man’s body, explained that ‘it must have 
been dormant” there prior to the accident ! 


The League of Nations. 

The British Medical Journal of September 12 gave a 
summary of the second Annual Report on the prevalence 
of epidemic diseases, issued by the Health Section of the 
League of Nations. The League is obviously being 
exploited by medical interests. Who can imagine that 
the cause of universal peace is being furthered by the 
compilation, collection and publication of masses of 
statistics on the epidemics of 83 countries? Such statistics 
should be compiled, but they are a matter of purely 
departmental and professional interest and of local ad- 
ministration, and the League’s money is wasted on a 
horde of officials whose work has nothing to do with the 
great object for which it was called into being. 


HE following criticism of an ABOLITIONIST 


sulin, appeared in the Morning Post of 
September 8. True to his record in 
granting fair play, the Editor allowed 
Miss Kidd to reply in the issue of 
September 10. 


INSULIN FOR DIABETES. 
. Favourable American Statistics for Last Year. 
& To the Editor of the “ Morning Post.” 


_ _ 51r,—When the article on insulin in the July Journal of the 
_ Research Defence Society was published, certain statistics dealing 
with insulin, for which I had written to Canada and to the United 
States, had not arrived. These have now been received; and 
_ they not only supplement the article upon which you commented 
_ some weeks ago, but also refute the argument—if argument it can 


= 
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) _ be called—in an article headed “Insulin and the Diabetes Death- 


rate’’ which appeared in the ABOLITIONIST (July 1). 


' In order not to occupy your space unduly, I need only quote | 


from the ABOLITIONIST article as follows :— 
“ PROVINCIAL FIGURES 


Deaths. Rate per 
100,000, 
1900 Es useoeea ek ues 155? carat ee 11-5 
| CESS aa ae RR TY Fe aia ered 11-4 
(ore oe SE oe eee STO: era ae 12:4 
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(Later figures not available.) 
“It will be seen that insulin, introduced in 1922, has no favour- 
able results to show. These figures are official in that they are 
taken from the records of the Health Bureau of the Province of 
_ Ontario.” 
__ Through the kindness of my friend, Professor J. J. R. Macleod, 
_ F.R.S., of the Chair of Physiology at Toronto University, and of 
_ Professor Duncan Graham, M.B., Head of the Department of 
_ Medicine, I am enabled to complete the tables of figures just 
¥ Deaths. Rate per 
100,000. 
1924 332 10-8 

From this it will be seen that “insulin, introduced in 1922,” 
has very favourable results to show when we make the year 1924 
the year of study. Insulin has, in fact, within 12 months, reduced 
the death-rate per 100,000 of the population from 13-1 to 10-8, 

a quite substantial fall. It is not fair to judge the effects of insulin 
_ On the death-rate in diabetes by any year earlier than 1924, because 
this substance was not introduced until towards the end of 1922, and 
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article, dealing with the claims for in- | 


Insulin for Diabetes. 


although ‘‘available” in 1923, was not by any means in general use 
until quite late in that year. 

I am also privileged to publish some American figures sent me 
through the courtesy of Dr. Elliott P. Joselin, of Boston. Nearly 
everyone knows that when coma appears in diabetes the end is not 
far off; and so, indeed, it was before the advent of insulin; but 
the patient even in so hopeless a condition as coma is not now 
despaired of. Dr. Joselin reports that in 33 consecutive cases of 
coma treated with insulin there were only two deaths (6 per cent.) ; 
in pre-insulin days there would have been 33 (100 per cent.). 

Further, in pre-insulin days the earlier in life at which diabetes 
developed, the more deadly was it. Thanks to insulin, nous avons 
changé tout cela. 

Dr. Joselin reports that of 130 diabetic children under 15 years 
of age taking insulin no less than 120 (more than 92 per cent.) 
were alive at the end of two years and eight months on May 1, 
1925 .—Yours, etc., D. FRASER HARRIS. 
The Aggons, East Grinstead. 


September 5. 
THE REPLY. 
INSULIN FOR DIABETES. 
Danger of Evidence from Results of One Year. 
To the Editor of the “‘ Morning Post.” 

Sir,—For strictly scientific reasoning a considerable number 
of years should be allowed to pass before anyone claims to be able 
to judge of the result of a particular treatment upon a disease. 
In our monthly organ, the ABOLITIONIST, it is true that we pointed 
to the increase in the diabetic death-rate in Canada in 1923; but 
this was only because our opponents were boasting as if it had been 
actually reduced through insulin. 

Dr. Fraser Harris now triumphantly announces that, although 
the death-rate rose, as we stated, in 1923, it fell in 1924, and it 
suits him to add that it is unfair to judge by any previous year. 
This plea is not justified. If insulin was introduced in 1922, at 
least some quantity was used in 1923—indeed, we know from the 
published records that this was the case, and Dr. Harris admits it. 
The amount used was very considerable, dating from 1922. Why, 
then, did the death-rate increase? Had the amount of insulin 
used no effect? And how can Dr. Harris boast of a decrease in 
the following year as compared, not with the pre-insulin years, 
which he ought to have chosen, but with this post-insulin year of 
1923 ? 

Obviously, there may be fluctuations in any single year, and if 
only the Research Defence Society will stop claiming triumphs 
on the basis of single-year results, we also will be patient. But if 
they are rash, we are bound to bring forward statistics to prove 
their rashness.—Yours, etc., B. E. Kipp, 

32, Charing Cross, S.W.1 Secretary, ; 
September 8. British Union for Abolition of Vivisection. 
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“FROM MEMORY’S STOREHOUSE.’ 


HEN Mr. E. Tennyson Smith first published his 

W Reminiscences under the above title we re- 
viewed the book in the ABOLITIONIST, and we are 

delighted to do so again, on its appearance in 

a second edition. It is published at 6s. met, by R. J. 
James, and if any intending purchasers would like to 
write to us for a copy, we will send it post free for that 
amount. Although it is altogether a useful and enter- 
taining volume, dealing with the experiences of a temper- 
ance evangelist, its chief interest to us lies in the fact that 
the author has devoted an entire chapter to ‘‘ Other 


Reforms,”’ that is, reforms dealing with the treatment of | 


animals—and one half of that chapter, 11 pages out of 
the 22, is concerned with vivisection. Moreover, this 
particular chapter is very well done. It contains the 
touching, but all too common, story of a dog’s life, and 
a portrait of Mr. Tennyson Smith’s own pet dog; observa- 
tions on the treatment of horses, with practical sugges- 
tions; thoughts on inconsistency, as revealed by the 
co-existence of kindness to domestic animals and blood- 
sports; and a hint to missionaries to which they may be 
willing to listen in view of the writer’s general agreement 
with and appreciation of their work. The section devoted 
to vivisection is illustrated with pictures, some of which 
were supplied by the British Union, and contains plenty 
of real instruction. 

Mr. Tennyson Smith admits that, in his own special 
sphere of labour, he is an “‘extremist,’’ and uses ‘‘ extreme 
language.” 
liquor seller out of the country, and, according to his own 
testimony, he has not hesitated on occasion to describe 
those who make a living out of a trade that brings about 
disastrous results in the homes of the people as ‘‘ incarnate 
fiends.’’ We should therefore expect a tendency to 
exaggeration and invective when he comes to deal with 
the cruelties of vivisection. But no such tendency 
appears. Forcible language (but not too forcible) is 
used to denounce the experiments, but the record given 
of them is strictly accurate and carefully presented, and 
could not fail to enlighten those who have never heard 
of vivisection before. A little illustration of what the 
practice is, is better than any amount of moralising about 
it, and Mr. Tennyson Smith has managed, without 
appearing to do so, to incorporate an Anti-vivisection tract 
in a temperance book. For this we must be very grateful, 
because he writes for a circle more or less outside our own. 

Further, we know that he has made it a practice to 
incorporate some reference to our Cause in his public 
orations in this country for many years, and he publishes 
two sample letters of thanks from persons in the audience 


He would, if he could, drive every brewer and | 


Abolitionist. 


‘to attend it. 
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who welcomed the innovation. At the same time, we are 
only too well assured of the truth of his remark in a 
private letter to us: “‘It does not always mean popu- 
larity, I can assure you.” 

He gives us an instance of the vigorous manner in which 


he can thus bear testimony: 
“While conducting a mission in a certain city, the following 


| appeared in the Press respecting an arrangement made in con- 


nection with the University there. 

“ “Eight hundred monkeys are to be captured in the wilds of 
darkest Africa and brought to this country at enormous expense 
to be offered up in the interests of science at the University. 

“*Medical students at that institution said to-day that an 
announcement had been made by a member of the medical faculty 
that a contract for the supply of monkeys in good condition and 
fit for vivisection and dissection purposes had been closed. The 
subject of monkeys and the monkeys themselves will be investigated 
in the hope that evidence either in support or contravention of 
the Darwinian theory of the descent of man may be found.’” 

“T said publicly that the principals of the University could be 
saved the expense of importing the monkeys and the students 
the trouble of making the investigation as to the descent of man 
from the monkey, for the very fact that they were prepared to 
inflict such cruelties upon animals proved that they were descended 
from the monkey, but that the descent was so remote that if they 
vivisected each other it was questionable whether they would find 
a single good quality of the monkey left in any one of them!” 

Mr. Tennyson Smith returned from a nine years’ world 
tour just before our Queen’s Hall Meeting,, but was 
unfortunately rendered ill by an accident, and unable 
He was invaluable to our Branches in 
Australia when in that country, giving his services freely as 
a speaker, and his efforts were ably seconded by his wife. 

We should like to suggest to a certain section of our 
members that they could very usefully further our- Cause 
by buying a number of copies of this book and giving them 
to friends, perhaps as Christmas presents. We use the 
words “‘a certain section”? because, when a gift-book is 
in question, it is necessary that a certain sympathy 


should exist between the giver, the receiver and the author | 


of the book. The links in this case should be two: (1) an 
earnest evangelical Christianity; (2) an ardent belief 
in the Temperance Cause. Anyone who combines these 
would certainly be pleased with the book, 

One word must be added about its title. The 
‘“‘memory”’ which formed a “storehouse” for the events 
related in this humorous, sometimes pathetic and very 
human recital is a most remarkable one. A_ lecturer 
who can on occasion adopt, instead of the extempore 
method, that of reproducing, word for word, an oration 
composed by somebody else, and taking an hour and a 
quarter to deliver, is certainly a rarity, H not unique; 


and a man who can learn one poem while reciting another — 
These are some of the things 


aloud is almost a magician. 
that Mr. Tennyson Smith can do. 


CHIROPRACTIC. 


Those who wish to learn something about Chiropractic, 
a system of healing which is making great headway in © 
the United States, should obtain a small but closely — 
printed volume entitled The Verdict of Science. on © 
Chiropractic, by August Andrew Erz, 4168, 24th Street, | 
The price is one dollar - 
cloth bound; 75 cents paper bound; lus 10 cents for 


San Francisco, California. 


mailing. We cannot spare space for a review of this 
book, so will merely quote the verdict of the author that 


“intelligent people no longer believe in the inherent 


curative power of poisonous drugs, vaccines, serums and 
official medicine, which is based on materialism, hence 
unable to solve the problems of life. Scientific minds no 
longer believe in the medical germ theory of disease.” 


A 
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fied doctors whose pre- 
judices are aroused by 


4 been a matter of 
wonder to us. Among 
those who sent dis- 
courteous letters be- 
cause we had _for- 
warded them _ the 
report of the Queen's 
Hall Meeting was Dr. Andrew 
Rutherford, of Edinburgh. Since 
he continued the correspondence 


* some observations by the well- 
known physiologist whose son or grandson he probably is, 


we think his communications may be of interest .* They | 


are more like the writings of a schoolboy than of a pro- 
_ fessional man. 

His first letter began as follows :— 

‘Dear Sir ,— 


You should veally stop broadcasting “‘tvipe” of this kind to people | 


my . 3 . . . e 
who do not wish to receive it. I am returning you this at a cost of 
2d. to myself, which I hope you will refund, as I have not time to 
vead the utterances of cranks. : 

_ The rest, in the same style, is not worth repeating. 
Miss Kidd sent the following reply :— 


< MISS KIDD TO DR. RUTHERFORD. 
i 32, CHARING Cross, 
Lonpon, S.W.1. 
May 4, 1925. 
- Dear Sir,— 


_ Ihave the greatest pleasure in acceding to your request to refund 
| | = twopence you spent in returning me the report of the Queen’s 
_ Hall Meeting, for although by returning it unread, you reveal 

that Jack of the spirit of inquiry which is a “characteristic of medical 
| men who claim to be scientific and are therefore unable to consider 


opposition has always | 


@ and finally sent a typed copy of | 


The Abolitionist. 


EDINBURGH VIVISECTIONISTS. 


MENTALITY of well-quali-— 


MISS KIDD TO DR. RUTHERFORD. 
May 7, 1925. 
Dr. RUTHERFORD, 
DEAR SIR,— 

I have no wish to be written to in any manner which makes 
peculiar concessions to my sex, your opinion of which remains a 
matter of doubt, since you describe it as “level-headed” and 
“weaker.” 

While thanking you for offering me “‘seeds of wisdom,” I must 
explain that I do not regard any man as wise when he rejects 
without examination the opinions of another man who is admittedly 
well qualified, and takes the easy path of referring me to 
“Authority.” The truly wise are always ready to examine a case. 

Although I should always regard vivisection as cruel, and 
therefore morally wrong, I should share your conviction that it 
is useful if you could answer Dr. Hadwen’s writings on the diseases 
for which you claim that “a large measure of immunity” has 
been obtained by the methods in which you believe. So long as 
you cannot do that, and save yourself from the attempt by the 
refusal to read, I must suppose that your superior strength is only 
physical, and that I am indeed more level-headed than you. 

Tam, yours faithfully, 


BEATRICE E, Kipp. 


DR. RUTHERFORD TO MISS KIDD. 
May 11, 1926. 

Miss Beatrice E, Kipp, 

DEAR MapamM,— 

I have to thank you for your letter of May 7 in answer to mine, 
and have to say that I read it and also your previous communica- 
tion with considerable interest. I am not going to attempt to 
reply to your last letter, because I really have not time to continue 


| a correspondence about a matter which has long ago been thrashed 


anything not on the lines to which they are accustomed, you . 


have shown exceptional generosity for one of your views and 
Hirofeesion in demanding only twopence, instead of returning the 
ec enlet in a closed envelope unstamped, with.the intention 
_ (which, however, would not have been fulfilled) of mulcting me 
in the sum of threepence, or one additional penny. 
Iam, yours faithfully, 


BEATRICE E. Kipp. 


i! DR. RUTHERFORD TO MISS KIDD. 


24, PALMERSTON PLACE, 
5 EDINBURGH, 
| May 6, 1925. 
EAR Miss Kipp,— 
Tam in receipt of yours of the 4th with 2d. in stamps, for which 
x have to thank you. Being a Scotsman, I cannot return the two 
stamps to you. Had I known that “‘B. E. Kidd” was a lady, I 
_ should never have dreamed of writing a letter in terms so pointed ; 
“please accept my apologies. 
__ I must say I am extremely astonished that any member of your 
evel-headed sex should lend herself to the furtherance of a policy, 
“treat if successful, would deprive our fellow beings of a large 
easure of immunity from and protection against many serious 
forms of disease. 
Although a Scotsman, I tender you, free of professional fee, 


% 


it is more likely that all scientific inquirers during the last few 
_ hundred years are wrong, or a few people like Dr. Hadwen & Co. 
ight. This is written with the sole aim of helping you—one of 
he weaker sex—and I do hope that the seeds of wisdom I have 
ttered will fall on fruitful ground. 

Believe me, yours faithfully, 


ANDREW RUTHERFORD 


_ this advice—the best I can offer—to seriously consider whether | 


out. 

I must thank you for the amusement you have afforded me in 
the letters you have written; some of my friends and myself feel 
deeply indebted to you for causing us so much merriment in 
epistles so comically illogical. 

To mark my sense of obligation to you, | am sending you a 
quotation from a monograph written in 1880 by the most dis- 
tinguished experimental physiologist of that time, which bears on 
the vivisection controversy, and which should be carefully pondered 
by those who hold like opinions to yourself. I finally hope it 
may illuminate your path, but please do not trouble to acknow- 
ledge it. With many thanks again, 

Believe me, yours faithfully, 


ANDREW RUTHERFORD, M.B., F.R.C.S. 


EXTRACT FROM PROFESSOR RUTHERFORD’S 
BOOK. 


‘“We have indeed occasioned, by our experiments, a 
considerable amount of pain to a number of dogs; 
but, considering that our discoveries are calculated to 
relieve much suffering, not only of men, but also of dogs, 
for all time to come, we believe that we have spared 
infinitely more suffering in the future than we have 
occasioned in the present. . . 

I have very cordially to thank the Scientific Grants 
Committee of the British Medical Association for having 


| voted upwards of £200 from the funds of the Association 


to defray the very heavy expenses incurred for the materials 
for the research, and for their energetic and powerful 
support at a time when the clamour of blind ignorance 
and silly prejudice seriously menaced and almost arrested 
the progesss of this research. Having personally devoted 
not less than 1,400 hours of severe labour to the accom- 
plishment of this work, and having (as, of course, every 
medical man thinks himself bound to do for the allevia- 
tion of suffering) communicated to all every fact calculated 
eventually to cure affections so common as those of the 
liver, it is, to say the least, ungrateful, that a certain 


152 
section of the public should have rewarded our unselfish 
efforts to cure their hepatic derangements by a flood of 
abuse; because, like most of our medical brethren, we 
believe that to be penny wise and pound foolish as regards 
pain is a policy as short-sighted, as narrow-minded, and as 
reprehensible here as elsewhere. Though profuse with their 
ingratitude, I doubt not that one and all of them will be 
very ready and eager to profit by the results of our labour ; 
for I suspect that most of them are scarcely willing to refuse 
all medical aid, and to thus push thetr logic to tts practical 
issue. Desiring, as I think most of them do, to continue 
in receipt of all the medical assistance they can obtain, 
it may possibly satisfy their conscientious scruples to 
vainly attempt to make it appear that “nothing worth 
knowing” in medicine has been learned from experiments 
on animals. J¢ is not difficult, by misrepresentation and 
by a multiplicity of words, to deceive a public ignorant 
of the machinery of life and of the processes by which its 
movements are studied and remedies found for its dis- 
orders; but they cannot thus deceive any moderately 
well-informed and right-minded medical practitioner. 
The discourtesy, misrepresentation, and injustice that we 
have suffered at the hands of those who should have acted 
otherwise, has not, however, induced us to prove false 
to the interests of suffering humanity. We are conscious 
of having faithfully done our utmost to advance the 
scientific treatment of diseases of the liver, and while 
steadily pursuing this great object, we have been most 
careful to avoid the infliction of all pain that was not 
absolutely necessary.” 


An Experimental Research on the Physiological Actions of Drugs 
on the Secretion of Bile, W. Rutherford, M.D., F.R.S. Edinburgh, 
A. & C. Black, 1880. 

The italics in the above extract are apparently the work 
of Dr. Andrew Rutherford, and may, we presume, be 
taken as his own reply to Miss Kidd. We notice: 

(1) The illogical reference to the alleged alleviation of 
the sufferings of dogs through vivisection—as if that 
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justified the vicarious suffering of a single one of 
them ! 

The allusion to being “‘ penny wise and pound foolish 
as regards pain,’’ which suggests that the deliberate 
infliction of great pain upon one miserable victim is 
justified, if thereby it is hoped to save two other 
victims from pain naturally acquired. 

The suggestion that Anti-vivisectionists have not 
the right to the services of a doctor; a suggestion 
quite unjustified even in Dr. W. Rutherford’s time, 
and particularly absurd if taken as a message from 
Dr. A. Rutherford to Miss Kidd, whose association 
with Dr. Hadwen alone should have prevented its 
being used. 

The pretence that 


(2) 


(3) 


Anti-vivisectionists employ * 
multitude of words” rather than argument, and aa 
deceive the ignorant; the fact being that Professor 
Lawson Tait’s crushing arguments against vivisec- 
tion, addressed to medical men, were treated by Dr. 
W. Rutherford and his friends in much the same 
way that Dr. Hadwen’s arguments are treated by his 
descendant. 

We have only to add that we have never found any proof 
that Dr. W. Rutherford’s vivisections were of use, and 
Dr. A. Rutherford does not attempt to provide it. It is 
well known that Dr. W. Rutherford was an extremely 
cruel vivisector. Some years ago, at a meeting at Wrex- 
ham, a local doctor who had been his pupil, opposing 
Mr. G. C. Maberly, referred to him with great reverence. 
Mr. Maberly remarked that he had heard of the cry of 
‘“‘Shame!”’ raised by other students at one of Dr. Ruther- 
ford’s demonstrations. The doctor, rather shame- 
facedly, admitted it, adding that Dr. Rutherford had 
become rather peculiar towards the end of his life. Prob- 
ably the opposition of the humane, which he naturally 
drew upon himself, is still resented by the gentleman of 
the same name whose letters to Miss Kidd are so 
enlightening. 


(4) 


Discasing 


HE British Medical Journal of September 12 
gives an account of experiments on monkeys, in 
the course of which we come across a word we do 
not remember encountering before—Pasteurellosis. Is 
this a new disease invented by vivisectors and inflicted 
upon animals through the conditions of the laboratory ? 

The monkeys were artificially infected with tuberculosis, 
and some of them were repeatedly inoculated. The 
sufferings of these intelligent creatures, cooped up to- 
gether, most of them in a dying state as a result of the 
test, may be imagined. The following is the passage :— 

be an aap AGAINST TUBERCULOSIS. 

“J. Wilbert (dun. de l’Inst. Pasteur, August, 1925, p. 641), 
working under the ite rele of Calmette, has performed a number of 
experiments on the vaccination of monkeys against tuberculosis. 
The vaccine used was the living, avirulent, ‘B.C.G.’ strain of 
Calmette and Guérin. It was given either in a single dose of 
50 mg. subcutaneously, or in five doses of 50 mg. every other day 
by the mouth up to a total of 250 mg. 

“The general plan of the experiments was to introduce into a 
single cage vaccinated animals, animals artifically infected with 
a virulent human or bovine strain, and as controls unvaccinated 
and non-infected animals. After a number of months the mortality 
from tuberculosis of the three classes. was calculated. ... 

“In the first series of experiments with chimpanzees there were 
three vaccinated, five infected, and seven control animals. After 
about a year all the vaccinated animals were alive and well; 
all the infected animals were dead of tuberculosis; and of the 
seven controls four were dead of tuberculosis; and three of dysen- 


Monkeys. 


tery. In the second series, made with pithecus monkeys, there 
were 19 vaccinated, 20 infected, and 20 control animals. After 
five months of cohabitation six of the 19 vaccinated animals were 
still alive, and the remainder were dead of different diseases—_ 
malaria, dysentery, pasteurellosis, etc.; none showed the least 
sign of tuberculosis at autopsy. All the infected animals were 
dead—19 of tuberculosis and one from intestinal obstruction 
developing a week after infection. All the control animals were 
dead—19 of tuberculosis and one from pasteurellosis. 

‘From these experiments the author concludes that it is possible 
to vaccinate monkeys of all ages subcutaneously or by the mouth 
against tuberculosis; that the protection afforded against the risk 
of contracting the disease by contact with tuberculous monkeys 
is complete and lasts for over a year; at the end of this period 
te-vaccination may be performed.” 

If we could believe all the boasts of the laboratory, we 
might well ask why any disease exists at all. Vivisectors” 
always appear to be able to work miracles with animals; 
the inoculations they write about are always successful ; 
the inoculated animal invariably lives and the uninocu- 
lated “control” animal invariably dies. Then why 


doesn’t that inoculation sweep away the disease ? 


The answer is probably twofold. In the first place, 
the reports are too glowing to be, in our opinion, 
altogether trustworthy; in the second place, the Peperidl 
mental conditions of the laboratory are not the same as” 
the natural conditions of life, and a thing that can b 
demonstrated apparently to perfection under the forme 
fails to finda parallel in the latter. 
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FATAL 


)'}HE Public Health Report of the 
United States, Vol. 40, No. 26, 
issued on June 26 this year, gives 
details of 11 cases and nine deaths 
from tetanus, following vaccination 
against smallpox. Blame is at- 
tached to the pads used, since an 
examination of 200 pads revealed 

' tetanus germs in 25 per cent. But 

it is now Officially acknowledged 

| that the tetanus germ in itself 1s 

3) harmless; and indeed this would 
_ seem to be proved by the following 

observation :— 

“Tf the 700 pads known to have been used in the practice of these 
six physicians were contaminated with tetanus in the same pro- 
portion as those which we tested, it would mean that 175 persons 
were dressed with infected bunion pads, and only seven, or 4 per 
cent., developed tetanus.’ 

Why assume that this harmless germ, which failed to 
injure 168 persons, was fatal to seven others? The fact 
is that these seven were the victims of vaccination pure 
and simple; it set up a condition of blood-poisoning, 
_ which culminated in tetanus and death. The shocking 
thing is that all these persons, mostly children, were 
quite well when they were vaccinated, and considering 
the rarity of smallpox it is highly unlikely that they 
would ever have been in any danger of contracting it. 
They were killed by well-meaning doctors, who do not 
appear to realise the seriousness of causing injury which 
may lead to loss of life when their interference with the 

healthy is quite uncalled for. These things occur without 

any charge of manslaughter being preferred. Here are 
the details of the eleven cases, as given in the Report. 

Case 1.—‘ White, male, age six, conditions unknown. Vac- 
cinated January 21, 1921, left arm, usual site. Arm cleaned with 
alcohol, followed by water. Scarification method of vaccination 
was employed, virus B was rubbed in and an oval bunion pad was 
applied. Pad was covered with gauze held in place by adhesive 
strips. Patient was advised to remove pad in one week, clean 
lesion with boric acid and apply a gauze dressing. 
developed February 2, 1921; trismus and opisthotonus present, 
Child transferred to hospital, received 4,500 units antitoxin 
February 3. Died February 5, 1921.” 

It will be seen that the operation was carefully per- 
formed, and that not only did the vaccination end in 
death, but tetanus antitoxin also failed in its boasted 
Beffect . 

_ We have given all the details in the above case as a 

sample, and will only mention additional points of in- 

terest in the other cases. 

Case 2.—Was also a boy of six. His “‘arm became foul 
‘smelling and the pad was removed after nine or ten days. 
Fatal tetanus developed later. Child was well when 
vaccinated. No history of injury in case. 


—— 
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VACCINAT ION CASES. 


Case 3.—Was a schoolboy of 16, “only child, home 
surroundings excellent, no livestock or pets of any kind.” 
(This was surely gratifying to the most germ-fearing and 
animal-hating medico!) ‘“* Boy was well when vaccinated.”’ 
After 21 days the pad came off, and “there was a large 
hole the size of 25 or even 50 cent piece.” He received 
5,000 units of tetanus antitoxin and died. “No history 
of injuries other than vaccination.” 

Case 4.—Was a young mechanic, who was given 25,000 
units of antitoxin intravenously and 500 units locally 
at the site of the vaccination. Considering the amount 
of inoculation, it is perhaps not surprising that he died 
in general convulsions. ‘‘No history of other injuries.” 

Case 5.—Was a girl of nine, whose “home surroundings 
were not the best.’ (Perhaps she kept a pet?) Vaccina- 
tion described as ‘‘almost healed, but covered with a 
black scab which was removed. No history of 
other injuries.”’ Strange to say, in spite of the unusual 
remark regarding home conditions, this patient recovered. 

Case 6.—Was another little girl, age unknown. ‘“‘The 
child was removed to another State, where she died of 
tetanus. Further particulars not available.”’ 

Case 7.—Recovered after a very severe illness. 

Case 8.-Was a woman of 34 who lived in the country 
and ‘‘kept two cows and some chickens.” (The careful 
notification of animals wherever they were kept apparently 
indicates some effort to make them responsible for the 
disasters.) ‘‘No history of any lesion other than vac- 
cination.”” She died of tetanus. 

Case 9.—-Was a farm hand. He also died, after having 
received 10,000 units of antitoxin. 

Case 10.—Was a girl of eight. “‘No history of any 
lesion other than vaccinations. A twin brother was 
vaccinated at the same time by the same method and the 
vaccination progressed normally.”’ (Such other cases are 
usually referred to as proving the harmlessness of the 
vaccination; they merely demonstrate idiosyncrasy, 
which nobody can predict. There is no evidence about 
the particular pads, and the assertion that “no tetanus 
could be demonstrated’? in o/her samples of vaccine 


carries us no further.) 


Case 11.—Was a girl of nine, ““home conditions poor.” 
She was vaccinated on February 2 and died of tetanus 
on February 23, after receiving antitoxin. ‘‘No history 
of any other abrasions.” 

To the relatives of these victims of vaccination, nearly 
all young, their death must appear very like murder. 
It is one thing for a remedy to fail in the case of illness; 
quite another for a healthy child to be killed by State- 
aided medicine, generally imposed by compulsion. 
Whether the pad or the lymph were in fault, the fact 
remains that if these people had been left alone they 
would not have developed tetanus. 


HE San Francisco Examiner of May 17 this year 
contained a page full of horrifying pictures and 
alarmist statements in regard to the dangers of 
handshaking. It began :— 

“Shall I hand you a disease germ? If so, what kind would 
ou prefer? Shall it be a germ of typhoid fever, or diphtheria, 
baer oes You might choose ‘flu,’ or merely a common 
old 

“Easiest thing in the world. 


Just do it with a friendly 
handshake. 


Co ‘Ulash « or Rot to Wash ? 


“Photographs of the palm, much magnified, reveal minute 
ridges and gland openings that give shelter to germs. These 
emphasise the importance of frequent washing of the hands. A 
comparison of microscopic studies of the skin of a cleanly person 
and the skin of one of the ‘great unwashed’ shows more and deeper 
ridges where germs may hide.”’ 

Some years ago, Sir Almroth Wright made the public 
statement that “‘washing encourages the microbes of the 
skin,’’ and suggested that we should go dirty. Thus do 


the germ theorists differ. 
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Miss L. E. Pugh has enrolled about 15 members here, who are | 


at present attached to the Portsmouth and I.W. Branch. 


BIRMINGHAM. 

Miss Vere Hodgson writes:—“It is with deep regret that we 
record the death of Mrs. Old, the President of the Birmingham 
Branch. During a public life of over 20 years, her energies on 
behalf of animals have been tireless. A woman of innumerable 


activities, this subject was nearer to her heart almost than any | Master Jimmy Turner, with a little girl companion, carried off 


other, and her loss will be most profoundly felt.” 


BOLTON. 
On August 15 our Bolton Branch received permission from the 


Horwich Corps of the St. John Ambulance Brigade to attend the , 


local Carnival. Not only did our friends take part in the parade, 
but they were given a splendid pitch on the Carnival Field. A 
light lorry was hired, a sketch of which is given above, and was 
covered with humane posters. This caused much comment from 


the hundreds of spectators on the main road from Bolton to | 


Horwich (six miles away). Altogether, an excellent display was 
made on a course of 14 miles. The helpers were Mr. Buck, Mr. 
Joseph Leach, Mr. Alan Crompton, Miss Occleshaw, Miss G. 
Whiteman and Miss Gregory, with five members of No. 14 Co. of 
the Boys’ Brigade. 
expenses, but light refreshments were provided for the boys, 
whose services to our Branch are invaluable and always given 
with alacrity. 


_ help in gaining funds for the work. 


On the way a sad accident was encountered, a child being © 


run over by a motor cycle and horribly mutilated. Mr. Buck, 
springing from our lorry, lifted him and ran for the nearest doctor, 
but the little victim died as he was laid on the surgery floor. 
The scouts assisted by removing the wreckage on the road. 
so nerve-shattering an experience, Mr. Buck followed the procession 
on a bicycle and worked with our literature, etc., till he almost 
collapsed from fatigue. Our sketch is taken from one of several 
snapshots he took on the field. We learn that he has since been in 


After 


| the Isle of Man for a fortnight, where he did useful propaganda, 
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sending literature to the doctors, arranging for its distribution 
in a hospital and talking to the captain and crew on board ship. 

Miss Occleshaw, our hon. secretary, loses no opportunity of 
bringing our propaganda to the fore, and the British Union and 
other humane organisations must be well known in the neigh- 
bourhood of Bolton through participation in so many shows and 
fétes. Her pony “Dolly” took part in the New Bury Parade 
reported last month, and we are glad to note that the young groom, 


a first prize for a tableau at Horwich. 


BRADFORD. 

Our Bradford Branch is making great headway. A collecting 
card has been sent to each of the 270 members, asking them to 
This is, we believe, the first 
time that such a thing has been attempted, and we shall look 
forward with interest to the development. It is a familiar com- 
plaint that too little is demanded of the members, and some 
may be rather surprised at the request, but we hope many will 
prove their mettle. A Jumble Sale is to be held on October 10, 
and one or two of the members are making arrangements to speak 
at local meetings. Fi 


Several new supporters have been obtained here as the result 
of private visiting, undertaken by Mrs. F. Wilson (hon. secretary) 
and other friends. | 


EASTBOURNE. 
On August 26 a stall was taken at a local Dog Show, and much 
literature distributed. Great interest was shown in the Cause 
and {1 6s. 94d. was put into the collection box. z 
On September 2 an Animals’ Welfare Garden Party was organised 
by the Eastbourne Vegetarian Society, all Humane Societi 
being invited to take part. British Union literature was di 
tributed, signatures gained to the Parliamentary Petition, and ne 
members obtained. 
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ISLE OF WIGHT. 

The Island Van Campaign commenced on August 13 and, in 
the course of 22 full working days, 500 new members were enrolled. 
This result was due to a small band of helpers who worked untir- 
ingly and harmoniously in the interests of the animals. 


bit” for the Cause, but mention must be made of the great success 
achieved by Miss L. E. Pugh in making members: Miss M. 
Wilkins, Mrs. Toms and Mr. Maurice Toms (who organised the 
campaign and drove the van) were the other regular helpers, able 
assistance on several occasions being also given by Mr. J. F. 
Hubert, Mr. and Mrs. Austen Williams, Miss Robinson and Miss 
Crombie. The following places were visited (some several times: 
Alum Bay, Bembridge, Brading, Cowes, Gurnard, St. Helens, 
¥ Howard Road, Lake, Newport, Niton, Ryde, Sea View, Ventnor, 
Wootton Bridge, Wroxall and Yarmouth. We were refused 
stands on Sandown and Shanklin Esplanades, but an excellent 
pitch was secured at Howard Road (on the clifi walk between the 
_ two towns). Ventnor provided the best stand of all, two visits 
_ yielding 97 members; on the second visit three opponents, who 
_ did not err on the side of courtesy, tried to convince the public 
_ that we were wrong about everything, but their efforts were quite 
helpful to us! 

_ It is hoped that, after paying expenses, a substantial balance 
_ will be sent to the Federation. References to our work were 
_ made by the Evening News, I.W. County Press, and I.W. Times. 
_ A considerable number of visitors joined, and those resident in 


_ ferred next year. The strength of the Portsmouth and I.W. 
_ Branch stood at 1,052 on September 16. 
LIVERPOOL. 

A spirited resolution of protest from our Branch, concerning 
_ some remarks upon Anti-vaccinists made at a meeting of the 
_ Liverpool Health Committee, was published inthe Liverpool Daily 
_ Post; this brought a reply from the Chairman, Ald. Muirhead, who 
_ in his turn was answered by Mr. Middleton, who dealt fully with 
_ the cruelty and folly of experiments on animals. 

_ MANCHESTER. 

_ The following series of lecturettes and discussions will be held 
_ each month, on the fourth Thursday, at 7 o’clock, at the British 
» Union Offices, 2, Victoria 
_ Street, Manchester. Members, 


friends and opponents are 
_ equally welcome :— 
October 22 .—Discussion 


' opened by Mr. F. E. Cox, 
_A.M.I.C E. Subject—“‘A De- 
_ fence of Vivisection Research.” 
_ Mr. J.T. Egerton will preside. 
_ November 26.—Mr. V. Wil- 
son, Subject—“ What is 
_ Vivisection? What are its 

_ Practices? What does it 
_ Involve?” Mr. J. E. Dorsett 
_ will preside. 

___ January 28, 1926.—Mr. A. 
_ Middleton. Subject—‘‘ Tuber- 
_ culosis, Cancer and Rickets, 
Natural Healing and Vivi- 


pection Folly.” Mr. F...E. 
Cox will preside. 
February 25.—Mr. J. T. 


_ Egerton. Subject—‘‘ The Logic 
of the Vivisector.” Mr. 
m= J. W. Stamper, R.C.A., will 

preside. 
! March 25.—Mrs. Middleton. 
Subject—" Health and Vitality 
_ without Vaccines and Serums.” 
_ Mr. G. N. Hallowell will pre- 


side. 

April 22. — Miss Lucy 
_ Hewitt. Subject—‘‘Why do 
| Vivisectors Vivisect?” Mr. 
V. Wilson will preside. 

There is a growing demand 
for capable speakers in our 
_ district. Already we have four 
_ members who are now taking 
group meetings, and opening 
discussions before various reli- 
gious and social organisations 
in the Manchester district. 
These Lecturettes will help 

ou to speak out! 
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Our | 
workers desire neither praise nor thanks, being keen to ‘‘do their | 


_ places where there is a Branch of the British Union will be trans- | 


The Abolitionist. 


| against vivisection. 
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House-to-house circulation has taken aes (ie the month, 
and holiday homes have received supplies of our literature; this 
work has resulted in many inquiries. 

Letters have appeared in various daily and weekly papers from 
several of our workers. Mr. Middleton on ‘‘Vivisection and 
Humane Education”; Mr. Wilson on “Shooting,” etc.; Miss 
Hewitt on “Donkeys and Cruel Sports”; > and Miss Jenkins on 
“How to Keep Pets.” 

PRESTON. 

On August 22 the Preston Branch held a stand at the Preston 
and District Agricultural Show. There was an attendance which 
ran into several thousands in spite of doubtful weather. Our 
stand was splendidly situated in a prominent position near the 
dog tent and judging rings, and we had the satisfaction of enlighten- 
ing all types of people by means of literature, posters, and con- 
versation. We had the always welcome and willing help of 
Mr. Middleton (who came from Manchester for the day), Mrs. 
Pape, Mrs. Fletcher, Mr. Higginson, Miss Reeder and other 
friends, including Mr. Ward, who kindly carted the stand, etc., 
to the field and erected it for us. The enthusiasm of our workers 
and the response of so many visitors made the effort a gratifying 
and encouraging one. 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr. J. A. Forsyth recently sent to Scottish M.P.’s a resolution 
Among the replies he received was one 
from Dr. T. Drummond Shiels, the medical M.P. for one of the 
Edinburgh Divisions, and one of those who recently visited Geneva 
to investigate the Spahlinger treatment. Dr. Shiels approves of 
vivisection and would certainly support inoculations, but we are 


| glad to note that he is in favour of abolishing demonstrations 


before students. His words on this point are: ‘I am in favour 
of the minimum of vivisection and of the elimination of purely 
demonstration and physiological teaching experiments, which I think 
are unnecessavy.”’ This is a valuable admission by a man of Dr. 
Shiels’ position and views. While in one sense it would seem 
almost absurd to select for opposition the least cruel of all experi- 
ments, which are certainly those performed before students, an 
important factor to be considered is the deleterions effects of these 
demonstrations, which familiarise the student with the idea of 
using animals to satisfy curiosity, and foster an interest in research 
which may lead to indulgence 
i in the more serious forms of 
net vivisection. 

i if STREATHAM. 

Under the energetic leader- 
ship of Mr. Arthur Bell, our 
new Branch at Streatham and 
Brixton is making great head- 
way. An excellent letter by 
Mr. Bell appeared in the 
Streatham News of September 
12, > entitled)“ Tests. on 
Animals — Observations In- 
spired by a Film.” 
STOCKPORT. 

During the by-election our 
members and friends were 
active, circulating leaflets and 
asking questions of candi- 
dates. Mr. Eastham (Conserva- 
tive) was not in sympathy; 
(he will be remembered as the 
vivisectionist with whom Dr. 
Hadwen debated at Glossop 
many years ago); Mr. Fildes 
(Liberal) was uncertain; Mr. 
Townend (Labour) supported 
our Cause in its entirety. We 
are therefore delighted that 
he was returned. 


— 
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Mr. Wych and friends did 
good work. Our Manchester 
office supplied literature, 
specially stamped and selec- 
ted, and several workers 
went over to help. 
WORTHING. 


A small trolley, designed 
and executed by Mr. Hayes 
Marshall, has been presented 
to the Branch. It is after the 
pattern of a tea waggon, 
painted white, with red letter- 
ing, and takes literature and 
a petition. Unfortunately it 
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is not allowed on the Parade, or in the Public Gardens, but it 


is being worked in other places. 


At the hon. secretary’s ‘‘ At Home” at Brecon House on Tuesday, 
October 6, Mr. Hayes Marshall will give an address on “‘ So-called 
Sport” at 3.15 p.m. 


On Tuesday, November 3, Mr. W. A. Belton will read a paper on 


“The Wonderful R.S.P.C.A.” It is hoped that there will be a 
large attendance on both these occasions. 


WILBERFORCE BRANCH. 


After having read an article in the Press referring to the newly- 
discovered vaccine for immunity from tuberculosis, Mrs. Emily 
Knight wrote a long letter dealing with the same. We are pleased 
to say that the editor published the whole of it in the Hull Datly 


The Abolitionist. 
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Mail on September 4, and our hon. secretary sincerely thanks him 
for his kindness on this and other occasions. 
SOUTHERN FEDERATION. 

Some 1,300 members stand to the credit of the van work since 
its commencement. The I.W. campaign has shown that a small 
band of keen helpers who will work as a team obtain the best 
results; given such helpers and good pitches, these campaigns do 
an enormous amount of good. 

It appears necessary to point out that the Federation’s work 
does not consist wholly in running the van, but it is intended to 
be the means of promoting close co-operation between the Branches 
in its area, of forming new Branches and other work. The expenses 
of running the van can be met out of the takings, but federated 
Branches are asked to help in forming a fund for repairs, renewals 
(tyres, etc.), tax and insurance. 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BOLTON. 

On August 16 Miss Occleshaw gave an address on “The Anti- 
vivisection Movement in the British Empire” at the Church Army 
Social Centre at Farnworth. Owing to a mistake in the announce- 
ments, an audience limited to women assembled, and Miss 
Occleshaw was asked to go again on November 8. 

GLASGOW. 

Open-air meetings were addressed by Mr. 
Glasgow Green on the following dates :—17, 21, 
and 3, 4, 10 and 11 September. 

HULL. 

On August 30 Mr. G. Knight preached the sermon at the evening 

service at the Emmanuel Mission, Church of England, St. Barnabas 


Herbert Brown at 
25 and 26 August, 


Parish. After the service, which was fully choral, the 

ABOLITIONIST, with other literature, was distributed. Much 

appreciation and sympathy was expressed for our cause. 
IPSWICH. 


On September 8 an Open-Air Meeting was held in Ipswich, 
which was reported in the local Press. The speaker was Miss 
James, and one of her remarks led to an animated correspondence 
which is bearing good fruit. 

MANCHESTER. 

On August 26 a meeting of the Northern Federation was held 
in the British Union Offices, Manchester, when Mr. V. Wilson 
presided over a good attendance of representatives from various 


Branches. Mr. A. Middleton gave an outline of the work going 
forward in connection with the Van Campaign, and an Advisory 
Committee was appointed. 

On September 2 the Ladies’ Group met in the Victoria Street 
Rooms and dealt w ith a great deal of work. We are deeply 
indebted to Miss N. Curry and Miss Peters for typing, to Miss 
Hallowell and other friends for office duties, and to Mrs. Middleton 
and friends for outdoor work. 

On September 10 a meeting of Manchester and District repre- 
sentatives was held in the British Union Rooms, Mr. G. N 
Hallowell presiding. Mr. Middleton reported many activities. 


MELBOURNE. 

Mrs. Lister Watson gave a drawing-room meetingon August 15 
on behalf of our branch ; it was attended by about one hundred 
persons. 

SKEGNESS. 

The Skegness Standard reported a meeting held at the School of 
Cookery, Skegness, by the kind permission of Miss Frampton, 
on September 1. Mrs. Winter took the chair, and Miss Kidd was 
the speaker. Another meeting took place on the previous day 
at the residence of Mrs. Askey. Several members joined, and 
our Skegness Branch is now in good working order. A meeting 
will shortly be called at which Mr. Arthur Blasdale will be 
secretary. : 


Bees hon. 


Reward of Love. 
HE Open Door, a New York Anti-vivisection 
magazine, commences a pathetic true story with a 
quotation of the following, reproduced by courtesy 
of the Associated Press :— 

“Faithful Dog is Slain! Boscoe, registered collie dog, which 
gained national publicity in August, 1922, when he walked back 
to his home in Texas from New York City, a distance of more than 
2,500 miles, was condemned yesterday to death by a committee 
from the medical fraternity. And the last act of the faithful 
animal was to obey its mistress when she ordered him to back away 
from her, while she levelled a rifle between his eyes and fired. 

“The dog had been suffering for several days with dumb rabies, 
a disease which is affecting hundreds of animals in various sections 
of the city. 

“ After the long journey, Boscoe appeared one morning at the 
home of his mistress. She did not recognize him, but her young 
son, ‘‘Dub,” knew his pal immediately, and to prove identity 
remarked: ‘Boscoe, bring in the paper.’ The command, which 
the dog had not heard for more than three months, was fulfilled.” 

Mrs. Diana Belais, commenting on the above, writes :— 

“The story is a most poignant instance of dog devotion and love 
—where, after the never-to-be-imagined hardships of, a lonely 
dog’s trip of 2,500 miles, and when the point of exhaustion reached 
must have been very nearly that of death itself, in order to find 
the home and friends longed for—his physical condition being such 
that he could scarcely be recognized—the reception accorded him 
was at the muzzle of a rifle in the hands of his mistress who ordered 
him away from her. He sweetly and meekly obeyed, and she shot 
him. God—think of it! Sheshot him. He had toiled and striven 
for days, weeks, months that he might be again in his home with 
his friends and—she shot him! 

“And while we cannot but harshly condemn the woman, the real 
condemnation must be thrown down upon those medical inquisi- 
tors who foster the idea of danger from the dog. It is quite obvious 
that this dog was not mad in the least either with dumb rabies or 
any other kind; and we can be absolutely certain, also, that the 
‘hundreds of animals’ were equally free from the malady—that 
statement bears so clearly the impress of the old, old mad- -dog 

‘scare’ story that it would not deceive an infant.” 


Speech by Dr. Philip Qlicksteed. 


HE Unitarian Society for Abolition of Vivisection 
has published and circulated among its members a 
leaflet consisting of the report of a speech on ‘‘The 
Significance of Dr. Hadwen’s Trial,’’ delivered recently 
by its President, Dr. P. H. Wicksteed, M.A. We quote 
therefrom : ; 

“*Dr. Wicksteed—after having stated the charge brought — 
against the Leader of the Anti-vivisection Movement—__ 
showed that no Jury would have convicted a medical 
man because of a mistaken or false diagnosis, since this 
is a common incident in medical practice. Evidently, 
then, the object of the proceedings -instituted against 
Dr. Hadwen was not that of securing a conviction on 
this ground. 

‘“**But it was known in the medical world that—even had 
he diagnosed diphtheria in his patient—Dr. Hadwen 
would not have made use of antitoxin: he was, then, a 
Medical Heretic! And the real meaning of, and reason 
for the prosecution was that it had become the con- 
viction of a section of the Medical Faculty that the 
time was ripe for establishing a medical ortho- 
doxy, and making the mere fact of medical heresy — 
in a practitioner a crime!’ 

‘““‘The chief witness for the prosecution hesitated and 
shrank from committing himself definitely to this position | 
when pressed by the Judge; but the latter made it very 
clear that in his opinion there was no meaning in” 
the prosecution unless it meant just that!’ ; ‘ 

““*The Trial,’ said Dr. Wicksteed, ‘shows the height to 
which the ambitions of the medical priesthood have risen ; 
and the failure to secure the desired verdict is the most 
serious check that this medical tyranny has yet received.’ ’” 
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ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Doris SEAty, 25, Foxcombe Road, 
Weston, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH—Hon. Sec... Mrs. Hourinnatre, 27, Linden Road 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss H. Ecan. 23, Francis Road, 
Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, CouNTEss DE RIVAs. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Crorron, Kirkside, St. John's Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANSLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, pe cucae 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss E. OccLEsHAw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Hewitt. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —President, Dr, Marcanee 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Ep>warp REEveEs, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Druk 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mr. E. RusHTon, 14, John Street, 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.-—President, Lorp TENTERDEN, 
Hon. Sec.. (Vacant). 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.O.S.. 59, Ann Street, 
Brisbane, Australia. ¥ 


BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 


Treasurer, Mr. F. C. Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 


BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., EDWARD 
MEeADE-KING, Esq. Sec., Miss E. LowTHEr, Lonsdale House, Hampton 
Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Ho_wortuy, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.— President, Sir JAMES Matcotm. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. CLEmEntTs, 123, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. ; 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. Hon. Sec. Capt. BurkiLy (Affiliated to Manchester Branch). 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. C. Fotster, B.A., 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 


CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Svyvpney 
JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss RosE BEAvaN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 
CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OGLEBY 

Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. Puitviport, 14, Park Place, Cheltenham. 

CHISWICK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERS, M.A. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REYNOLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 

COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, C. E. Howe, Esq. 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mme 
F. WiLson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Mrs. ABEL, 85, Calton 
Road, Dulwich, S.E.21, and Mr. W. E. Jay, 46, Greenside Road. Croydon. 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT, BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wiel 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec,, Miss ALicE Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlingto 

DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE. ipete 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5 

EASTBOURNE AND ‘DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HUMPHREY nk: 
TRAFFORD, Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. JoHN SHAW, 
Imber, Pennsylvania Park, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, © Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12. 

FOLKESTONE AND HYTHE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. CLarke, 
19, Turketel Road. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pore. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. PriestiteEy 
Prime, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. Bourcuier. Hon. 
Sec., Miss DopweL_t Kincsrorp, 9, Eastholm, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, N.W.11; Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. RuMBOLp. 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., Mrs. C. Tuomas, 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KeiItH MacKenzir. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RorHERHAM. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. SinGEr, 105, Lansdowne Place, Hove; 
Miss HARRINGTON, Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq., M.P. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDEs, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENwortHy, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Miss BLAncHE Watson, 115, Beverley Road, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon. Sec., Miss JAmEs, 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF_ VIVISECTION.—President, 
Dr. Hapwen. Hon. Sec., Miss Lity Carr, 18, Newgrove Avenue, 
Sandymount, Dublin. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Countess oF 
AYLESFORD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. Farpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, A. MircHELLt, Esq, Hon. Secs., Mr. and 
Mrs. Ho_mes, Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds, 

LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady ROLLESTON. 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. Manners, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. Hitt, 18, Astley 
Street, Tyldesley, Lancs. 

LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, Rev. W, ALEXANDER KERR. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Der, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, MuriEL COUNTESS DE LA 
Warr Hon. Sec.(pro tent.), Mr. A. E. BEAumonrt, 3, Priory Terrace, Lewes. 

LINCOLN BRANCH.-—President, Rev. J. LioneLt TayLer. Hon. Sec., Miss 
Crust, 22, Winn Street, Lincoln. 

LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.-~- Hon. Sec., Mr. S, JoscELYNE, 
95, Botanic Road, Edge Hill, Liverpool. 

MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss R. OLpFIELD, 
Southcliffe. Hornyold Road, Malvern. 


MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH presidente Dr. 
G.H. Pinper, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Lucy HEwitTrt; Sec. Mr. A. MIDDLETON, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STOCKPORT 
AUXILIARY.—-President, Mrs. E. A. Rerp; Hon. Sec., Mr. J W. WARREN, 
27. Alldis Street. Great Moor, Stockport. 

MAYFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Hutu, Martin Lodge. Mayfield, 

MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, BAazit J. PARKINSON, 
Esq. Hon, Sec., Miss H. MacDouGatt, 60, Holmes Road, ONS 
Ponds, Melbourne. : 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —President, } ae W.H. 
LAMBALLE. Hon. Sec. Mr. S. Brown, 53, Warwick Street, Middlesbrough. 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Dora SCRASE, Viewlands, 
Scaynes Hill, Haywards Heath. 

NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CounTEss oF 
TANKERVILLE. Hon, Sec., Mr. L. H. C. RODENHURST, Nee Kingswood 
Avenue, Newcastle- on-Tyne. 

NEW SOUTH WALES BRANCH.—President, Miss A. S. Busan Office ; 
Room 16, 2nd Floor. Phoenix Chambers, Pitt Street. Sydney. 

NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, Rt. Hon. F. O. RosBerts, M.P. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. RoBERTs, 61, Collingwood Road, Northamptgn: Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CLARKE. . 

NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss WriGHT, Repton, Furze Hill 
Road, Ilfracombe. x 

NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. NoeL Nowe.t. Hon. Sec., 
Miss V. ). ArmiraGeE, Hartford Manor, Northwich. <<: 

NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRACE SEWELL. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DucHESs OF PoRTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. . FRASER HEwEs, Cavelands Chestnut Grove, Nottingham. 

OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Roperts, 100, 
Villa Road, Oldham. 

OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. ToyYNBEE. 
Miss CLirrorp, 65, Abingdon Road. 

PLYMOUTH BRANCH.—President, Miss SANDEMAN. Hon. Sec. (Vacant) 

PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The Ear 
or Mar. Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. West 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay; Southsea, Mrs. 
PEARCE J1GGINS, 9, Culver Road, Selsey Avenue, Southsea. 

PRESTON BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., Mrs. D. Warp, The Cottage, Cop Lane, 
Penwortham, Preston. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Corr, Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas, Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 

READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RICHARDS. Oakleigh, 
Earley, Near Reading. 

RICHMOND, SURBITON & DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Lapby KATHLEEN 
BusHe. Hon. Sec., Mr. F. H. Bovity, 44, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond. 

SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Rev. W. H. MatrHews, B.A., B.D., 
Grayshott, Glenmore Road, Salisbury. 


SHEFFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss PHILEIBSs 8, Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield. 


SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, Ald. T. Pace, J.P. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs, Matrruews, Silver Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 


SKEGNESS AND SPILSBY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. WINTER. 
SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 
SOUTHERN FEDERATION.—Hon. Sec., Mr..Maurice Toms, 


SOUTH LONDON BRANCH.—Hon.Sec., Mr. A. BELL, 35, Rosedene Avenue, 
Streatham, S.W. . 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. Wess, Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss 
GLapys RosInsOn, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. Serie 5 

TONBRIDGE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. A. Smiru, Meadowbrook 
Hildenborough, Kent. 

TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. Brine. Hon. ~ 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton; Assist. Hon, 
Sec., Mrs. Ty.Lor, 5, Old Mill Road, Chelston, Torquay, 


TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MAcCAusLanp. Meaad 
Sec.. Miss Barnett, M:B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. (Aux- 
iliary Branches at Mayfield, Groombridge, Langton, Lamberhurst, 
Pembury and Crowborough.) \ 

UCKFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. WHIFFEN. 


ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEaAveR, B.D. Hon. a 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 


UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.— 
President, Rev. P. H. WicksTEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALice 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. : . 

WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. JosepH. Hon. 
Sec. (pro tem.), Mr. MippLETON, c/o Miss W. Jones, 7, Arpley Street. 

WEST AUSTRALIAN BRANCH.—President, F. W. R. Hooker Esq. Hon, 
Sec., Miss D. KELLy, 192, St. George’s Terrace, Perth, W. Australia. 

WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec.. Mrs. 
Pearson, Clovelly, Fermoy Road, Thorpe Bay. : 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.—President, Miss RoGErs. Hon. Sec., 
(pro tem.), Mr. Comer, 12, Stafford Road, Weston-super-Mare. 

WILBERFORCE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. GEorGE KNiGurT, 17, Wyndham 
Street, Hull, Assist. Hon, Sec., Mrs. Emity KNIGHT. 

WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH.—President, Ald. J. 
McKenzie,J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss SPENCER, 59, Bathurst Gardens, N.W.10. 

WIMBLEDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lapy TENTERDEN, 
Hon. Sec., (Vacant). 

WINCHESTER BRANCH.—President, E. H. BLAKENEY, Esq., M.A. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Costa, 44, Portland Terrace. Tower Street, Winchester. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. — 
Kipson, 212, Bushbury Road, Fallings Park, Wolverhampton. 1 

WORCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Corresp. Sec,, Miss E. 
Haywoop, Fair View, Tunnel Hill, Worcester. 

WORTHING BRANCH.—President, Rev. ARTHUR INGLEBY, M A. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Eyre Heriot, Brecon House. 203, Brighton Road, Worthing. 

WREXHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Hutton. 

YARMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, H. W. Case, Esq., 
J.P, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Sinciair, 13, Marine Parade, Great Yarmouth. — 
Assistant Hon. Sec., Miss LAst. 

YORK BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., Miss P. M. HopGkINnson, mie Stobkton 
Lane, Heworth, York. ; 


Hon. Corresp. Sec., 


N.B.—The names of Affiliated Societies will be found in the Annual 
Report. 
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acquaintance with it. | Autohiography of F, P. COBBE. 
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Notes AND COMMENTS 


x DISCOVERY * 


By WALTER R. _HADWEN, 


Barnard have been given all the publicity they could | 


possibly desire concerning their “‘discovery”’ of the cancer 


germ which has been noised in every newspaper throughout 
the globe. 


tion caused by the ‘‘discovery” of a cure for diabetes, 


and the reaction from the proof that it was neither a | 


discovery nor a cure, when the daily newspapers all over 
the Kingdom again come out with bold headlines of the 


usual sensational type informing their readers of still | 


-another “‘discovery.”’ 


the fuss:is being made. Dr. M. H. Gordon, C.M.G., 
F.R.S., has made the astounding “discovery” that 
vaccine lymph contains two substances in equal parts, 
one of which produces cowpox in animals, while the other 
produces smallpox in man! Even supposing it were 


We had scarcely recovered from the sensa- | 
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rate; Death of Dr, Leverson; Sea-sickness 


Machine; Dr. Snow on Cancer; A 
Nottingham Triumph. : 
British UNION CHRONICLE 167-168 


STUNT. 


M.D., J.P. 


true, is anybody the wiser or better off for the informa- 
tion? It would be impossible to calculate how many 
rabbits were tortured in the process of making this “ dis- 
covery.”’ Their number must have been enormous, and 
it seems amazing that any man could be allowed, or 
could allow himself, to waste valuable time month after 
month, and apparently, year after year, in such a futile 
occupation. 

The Report, occupying 135 pages, is published at 
public expense by the Medical Research Council and is 
entitled “Studies of the Viruses of Vaccinia and Variola.” 
It constitutes a trite example of the way in which money 
is wasted (amounting to £140,000 in 1924-5), which 


| money, by some clever departmental ruse which we have 
This time it is our old friend cowpox about which all | 


never been able to fathom, was taken away from the 
National Health Insurance and safely handed over to 
the Privy Council, where we are powerless to deal with 
the scandal. 

The first 32 pages of the Report are occupied by an 
in the course of which is recounted a 
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history of similar investigations carried out for many 
years past by scores of men in laboratories in all parts 
of the world—the whole of which investigations were 
conducted by means of slow, torturing experiments 
upon sensitive animals of every description, without 
arriving at one solitary conclusion that has been of the 
remotest benefit to animals or man. 

All the ‘“‘researchers” start with the premise that— 

“the capacity of vaccinia virus for immunizing man against 
variola for a certain length of time is one of the best proved facts 
in the whole world of preventive medicine”! 
That is how Dr. Gordon sums it up. This statement 
embodies the fallacy which underlies his whole work. 
Every careful student of the subject knows that it is 
proved beyond all disputation that there is wo period for 
which it can be positively stated that cowpox will protect 
against smallpox. Dr. William Gayton, with an experi- 
ence of 10,000 cases (it is doubtful if Dr. Gordon has had 
any experience at all) told the Royal Commission (Q. 1755) 
that “primary vaccination is a very fleeting protection 
indeed.”” And Dr. R. A. Birdwood, with an experience 
of 12,000 cases (QO. 31191) emphatically stated that 
“vaccination cannot be relied on as an absolute protection 
up to any age whatever.” 

The strangest theory advanced by Dr. Gordon is as 
to whether— 

“the main natural mode of spread of this bovine diseasc—/.e., 
cowpox—iay not be in part by the respiratory tract, rather than 
by fortuitous cutaneous inoculation as hitherto supposed.” 

He adds :——- 

“Further information is desirable on the natural distribution 
and mode of spread of vaccinia virus in the animal kingdom.” 
As if that history had not been already elucidated to the 


full by the searching investigations of Dr. Charles | 


Creighton and Professor Crookshank! If there be one 
fact which has been established more completely than 
anything else, if is that cowpox is not a specific disease 
at all; that it is certainly not conveyed to the animal 
by the respiratory tract; that it never occurs except in 
one organ of a female animal, viz., the cow’s udder, and 
that it consists simply and originally of small swellings 
which appear at certain seasons of the year and are 
worked up into sores by brutal and ignorant milkers. 

Dr. Gordon should have studied the natural history of 
cowpox and smalipox first of all, for he evidently knows 
little or nothing of the subject. In his search for the 
invisible he has been blinded to facts that are visible to 
the naked eye. 

A claim made by Dr. Gordon, which has been much 
Jauded in the Press, is that it will be possible in future 
correctly to diagnose smallpox! He says:— 

“There is good reason to believe that the complement-fixation 
and agglutination tests are capable of affording valuable assistance 
in the practical diagnosis of smallpox—especially in doubtful 
cases where such help is most needed.” 

It will be noted that he is by no means as positive 
about it as the newspapers have Ied us to believe, and 
there might well be hesitancy, in view of the fact that the 
uncertainty of those particular tests is recognised by 
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every bacteriologist. They are tests that ‘“‘prove” 
practically anything that is wanted, whereas a medical 
man of experience can easily diagnose smallpox from 
chickenpox by clinical signs and symptoms. 

Dr. Gordon reaches the conclusion that the experiments 
so far conducted 
“may well prove of great value in defining lines of experimental 
procedure likely to prove successful, or otherwise, in the search 
for practicable methods of specific prophylaxis in the case of 
other virus diseases at present beyond control.” 

In short, that nothing has yet been discovered in spite 
of all the welter of blood and agony, but—there must 
be more experimentation! One is reminded of the 
Irishman who advertised his beer at less than cost price; 
when he was asked how he made it pay, he answered: 
“Shure, an’ it is the quantity we sell.” | 

Although Dr. Gordon did not hesitate to use monkeys, | 
he depended chiefly upon rabbits. ‘“‘Ordinary rabbits,” | 
he says, ““have been used.” | 

“The hair over the vertebral column and for about one inch 
on either side of it is removed from the scapular region to the pelvis 
first with scissors, then by lathering and shaving with an ordinary 
razor. Patent razors have been found useless. ... The area 
of shaved skin is divided off into the required number of spaces 
by means of a moistened aniline pencil. . . . By means of a 
pipette a drop [of vaccine lymph] is placed in the middle of the 
first area and with a needle well scratched into the skin by a series 
of light cross scratches as in ordinary vaccination.” 

The other spaces are similarly dealt with, and then 
the wretched creature is left for the sores gradually to 
develop into inflammatory pustules and scabs. This | 
gives an opportunity for the writing of pages of the usual 
balderdash about “‘antibodies”’ being created in the blood 
—which are neither seen, proved nor isolated—and 
experiment after experiment is detailed in the usual 
sickening and monotonous manner without the slightest 
illumination or relief. 

In the end, this latest investigator arrives at the same 
conclusion as the hundreds of investigators who have 


nie eee 


| preceded him. He cannot find a germ either in cowpox 


or smallpox, but concludes it is there, only that it is a 
“filter passer,’’ so in his ignorance and despair he calls 
it a‘‘ virus.” 

The chief “discovery”? upon which Dr. Gordon appears 
to rely is this: An olla podrida consisting of about a 
dozen vaccine viruses was injected into a rabbit’s nose, 
and, as might have been known beforehand, at the end 
of about a week the rabbit contracted “‘acute nasal 
catarrh.”’ It was “like a human being with a bad cold.” 
So Dr. Gordon came to the conclusion that cowpox must 
be very much like influenza! Moreover, he found that 


inoculation was increased, so he seems to think that 
inoculation by the nose will prove a very satisfactory 
method in the future! 

And this is “science”; this is the piffle distributed 
through Government Blue Books, for which we are paying | 
out of Privy Council funds. The beasts “under the 


altar’’ might well cry :—‘‘ How long, O Lord, how long”’? 
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A LABORATORY IDEAL. 


This picture shows man’s future 
goal, 


So say laboratory seers; 
FEEDING EXPERIMENTS. 


When brain develops more than 
soul 


° ° * 
CES LEI SO ted AT ot Always the cloven foot appears. 


Until he pined away, 


And thus our scientists were led (Professor C. Tharaldsen, N.W. University, Chicago, 
says the future man will have ‘‘a large head with 
To mark where danger lay. bulging brow, and perhaps hoofs.’’) 


A ban on porridge they proclaimed 
Lest children should grow weakly. 


The canine race would be ashamed 


WSS 


To argue thus obliquely. 


*Dr. Robertson, M.O.H. for Edinburgh, criticised, 
in the Manchester Guardian of April 17, 1925, 
the conclusion that porridge is not valuable to 
human beings, reached by Dr. Mellanby as a result 
of feeding dogs on nothing but porridge. 


Our Christmas Book of Rhymes. 


BOVE is a sample page of the Book of Rhymes which the British Union is publishing at the very 
low price of Sixpence. It is quite suitable as a cheap Christmas gift, and will take the place 
of the inevitable calendar; we hope to receive many orders. 


Nothing really distressing will be found in it, for at Christmastide cheerfulness is everyone’s 
ideal. At the same time, a little fun over the silly stunts of the vivisector will not be amiss, and 
a word of encouragement-a sort of “Go Forward!”—will put heart into workers for the 
Anti -vivisection Cause. 


The book consists of 24 pages of verses, illustrated by pictures by Mr. Arthur Moreland, 
and the cover is adorned with one of his best cartoons. Its title is “HEALTH STUNTS.” If as 
many as six copies are ordered, we will send them post free; the price of smaller numbers should be 
accompanied by an extra penny for the postage of one, or an extra twopence for the postage of three 
or four copies. ; 
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TIONISTS are 
making Mr. 
Stephen 
Paget’s assur - 
ance that their 
Cause is de- 
funct appear 
very ridiculous, 
for phenomenal 
activity is being displayed. The Van Campaign is 
justifying itself overwhelmingly. Take, for example, 
the recent week’s campaign at Ealing. On the first 
day, 40 members were enrolled; on the second day, 
53. Chiswick had a total of 115 in one week. Under 
good management, progress of this kind is assured, 
but—it needs good management. Fortunately, our 
workers are sensible and methodical, and also 
zealous and self -sacrificing; hence the success. 

The following donations have been received up 
to October 17 at headquarters. 


7) 


aA} ANOREAMSONOONMmON: 


Anon., Willesden 

Baily, "Miss F. 

Bramley -Moore, Miss E. 
Camp, Miss E. 

Court, Miss E. S. 

Enfield A.V. League 
Herdman, Mrs. 

Hitchen, F. E., Esq. 4 
Kingsford, Mrs. Bebe Reetions 
Lakes, Miss AS 
Purton, Mrs. 

Sartoris, Capt. .. 

Tardif, Miss K... 

Wade, Miss es 

Previously collected 
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FOR THE WESTERN VAN. 
(Now on the road, with a debt to be paid off.) 
Collected by Miss Ogleby Davies. 


ved 


Cheltenham Branch— 
Ogleby Davies, Miss 
Gordon, Mrs. “6 
“Two Little Dogs” 

“ A Lover of Animals” 
Clauss, Mrs. .. 

Duncombe, Miss 
Eamonson, Miss 
Garnham, Miss ‘ 

Parr, Miss O. K., “Beatrice Chase” 
Phillpot, Miss K. E. ne 
Wilkins, Dr. and Mrs. 
Gibbins, Mrs. 

Humphris, Mrs. 

Lucas, Mrs. 

Barton, Miss 

Mills, Miss 

Goodacre, Miss 

Graham, Miss 

Hemming, Miss 

Millburn, Mrs. 

Little, Mr, 
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Carr, Miss .. 

Ransford, Miss : 
Birmingham Branch .. 
Oxford Branch .. 

Leamington Branch 
Worcester Branch 

Malvern Branch 

Miss Oldfield and Mrs. "Howey 
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Previously acknowledged, now transferred 
from headquarters— 
Bath Branch (Garden Party) £5; Mrs. 
Dyer and Miss oy bein OWeetens Supers 
Mare Branch), £20 . : ‘ isoeld” GOAL O 


Total or te 2121 5 0 


FOR THE MANCHESTER VAN. 


a 


NNONNNN: 


Anon. ae = ae 

A Lover of Animals (Bramhall) . 
Animal Lover (per Miss Hallowell) 
Anon. (per Miss Hallowell) : 
Bowden, A. H., Esq. .. 

Buckler, Miss 

Bamford, Miss N. L. .. 

Boyce, Mrs. and Miss (Liverpool) . 
Barwick, Miss (Blackpool) ae 
Buswell, Miss Ger pool 
Bullough, Mrs. 

Blears, Mrs. BS 

Bury, Mrs. (Bolton) . 

Cross, Miss Agnes Knight (Bangor) 
Clegg, Mrs. (Bangor) 

Crowe, Miss A. A. 

Capper, Mrs. J. Bently 

Clibran, Miss A. 

Cook, Mrs, E. N. (Warrington) ‘ 
Cartwright, Mrs. R. M. (Southport) 
Coward, Mrs. (Preston) 

Dickens, Miss S. M. 

Duthie, Mr. and Mrs. 

Davies, Miss af 

Dowbiggin, The Messrs. 

Dixon, Mrs. (Blackpool) 

Dutton, Mrs. (Liverpool) 3 
Edmondston, Mrs. (Liverpool) 
Ellison, Mrs. .. ae 3 
Franks, Miss (Bolton) : 
Fletcher, Miss Ada (Bolton) 
Fletcher, Miss A. R. (Liverpool) 
Freeman, Miss A. (Liverpool) 
Falconer, Mrs., and Family 
Fletcher, Mrs. E. ae oe 
Garner, Mrs. .. 

Granell, Mrs. Planelles (Liverpool) 
Grundy, Mrs. J. R. G. (Blackpool) 
Gradwell, Mr. and Mrs. (Blackpool) 
Griffiths, R., Esq. (Elackroo}) 
Gibbs, Miss E. Ww. : 
Hughes, Mrs. J. (Liverpool) | 
Hallowell, Miss R. hy we 
Hudson, Mrs. Sih Os se 

Holmes, Mr. and Mrs. Jackson (Warrington) 
Hine, Miss at 2 
Hodson, Miss Alice (Bolton) 
Hughes, Mrs. (North Wales) 
Howard, Miss M. (Bolton) 
Hindshaw, Misses B. and W. 
Hutchinson, Miss E. (Bolton) 
Hutchinson, Miss I. (Bolton) 
Hockaday, Miss Cara 
Hadfield, Mrs. 
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Howarth, Miss A. ate 
Henderson, Miss B. F. (Bolton) 
Innes, Mrs. N. (Liverpool) .. 
Jones, Mr. and Miss W. (Warrington) 
Jones, Miss E. ee (Liverpool) 
Kershaw, Miss A. ma 
Leggett, Mr. and Mrs. Haydon 
Lane, Mrs. E. G. 3 
Langsdorff, Miss M. 

Lamb, Miss Annie at 

Lord, Miss CG. A. (Second Don.) 
Latham, — » Esq. Sad od De ge 
Mellor, A., “Esq. 

MclIsaac, Mr. and Mrs. 5 
Mellor, Mrs. E. (Liverpool) .. 
Mills, Miss (Bolton) bis 
Melland, W., Esq. 

Macdonald, Miss bys Be 
Newman, Miss M. (Collection) 
Ollerhead, Miss : wre 

Ost, Mrs. Percy 

Organ, Mrs. L. A. 

Paterson, Miss A. E. 

Phillips, Ww. B., Esq. (Wrexham) 
Pierpoint, Mrs. tebe 
Prestwich, Mrs. F. : 

Prestwich, Miss : 

Paton, Mrs. E. (Liverpool) 
Partridge, —., Esq. (Liverpool) 
Platt, Mrs. aie 2, rite 
Partington, Mrs. 

Roper, Mrs. A. E. 

Ridgway, Mrs. E. e 

Reynolds, Mrs. W. W. 

Rogers, Miss Dorothy (Wrexham) 
Roberts, Mrs. C. A. : 
Roberts, F. W., Esq. 

Roberts, Mrs. F, Morrell 

Preece, Miss F. M. (Liverpool) 
Ross, Wm., Esq. (Liverpool) 
Stevenson, Mrs. L. (Liverpool) 
Spark, Mrs. A. (Liverpool) ee 
Smith, Miss Forrester (Liverpool) 
Smith, W. A., Esq. he Bs 
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Smith, S., Esq... 010 0 
Smith, Miss Agnes Pe BAe Ai 
Sixsmith, C., Esq. 0 5 0 
Sugden, Mrs. VE oye: 010 6 
Salisbury, Miss (Southport) 5 0 0 
Scott, C., Esq. .. 010 0 
Salt, ’Ashmall -, Miss . 55> 0 
Staley, Mrs. ate } 0 2 6 
Smith, Mr. and Mrs. 0 1 6 
Smith, Miss 0 1 0 
Stoddard, Mrs. 0 2 6 
Thorp, Miss (Blackpool!) he thw 
Thomas, Mrs. 010 O 
Tabor, Miss Annie 0 5 O 
Turtle, Mr. and Mrs. O26 
Taylor, Misses L. and E. OS 0 
Tindall, Mrs. ‘ 010 0 
Taylor, Miss 010 0 
Taylor, Misses .. 010 0 
Valentine, Miss 100 
Vaudrey, Mrs. ae 0 5 O 
Vincent, Mrs. (Preston) 0 5 0 
Whitworth, Misses 010 0 
Whitelegs, Mrs. E. 1s 1 OQ 
Wensley, Miss 0 2 6 
Waring, Miss V. L. Ons 60 
Willcock, Miss M. PRPS AV 
Wybrow, Mrs. tL gale 
Whittaker, Miss H. ; 010 O 
Westmacott, Miss M. E. 010 0 
Westmacott, A. E., Esq. ‘ 15, 0).,.0 
Wheeler, Mr. and Mrs. Trevor (Southport) 1 0 0 
Wood, Miss Marjorie ete) ase LO 
Walmesley, Miss M. W. ; of e750 
Ward, Mrs. L. (Preston) : 1 0 0 
Willett, Miss L. (Warrington) 1 0 0 
Wood, Miss C, F. (Rhos) 01 0 
Youds, Miss (Liverpool) 0 2 0 
Younghusband, Miss .. oe ere 11 90 
Yule-Deeley, Mrs. ae 5 .. 010 6 
Collected previously .144 2 1 
Total to Oct. 12 £23419 1 


Correspondence. 


| A Mystic and Humanitarian. | 


To the Editor of the ‘“‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 


S1r,—No doubt many of your readers will be interested to know 
that just recently J. L. Macbeth Bain has passed over the 
borderland. 

He was a familiar figure in certain parts of Cheshire, living in 
retirement with his sister. Some years ago he was well known 
for his practical healing work, freely given to those in need. As 
an author he wrote several interesting and characteristic books, 
Corpus Meum, in which sage advice was given on Nature foods, 
The Brotherhood of Healers, containing many passages of practical 
power regarding spiritual healing, Christ of the Healing Hand, 
and other books and poems. Also contributed articles to Bibby’s 
Annual. 

He was a great lover of children, and animals, plants and 
flowers, and spent much of his time at the Vegetarian Home for 
Destitute Children at Wallasey, teaching the boys and girls kind- 
liness and care for all living things, often working in the garden 
and fields. 

The writer was in close association with him, and has in mind 
remarkable instances of his powers over children, animals and 
many human beings. He was a keen opponent of vivisection, 
vaccination, horse butchery and slaughter. 

He passed over in a beautiful manner, in the fields, on his way 
to the Home for Children, to attend their dance festival, a friend 
being with him. 

The Liverpool papers recorded that “‘he was a man of quiet and 
gentle disposition, whose kindness and geniality made many 
friends.” 


We rejoice that one such as he has dwelt amongst us, and are 
comforted by the knowledge that on the higher planes of life 
he will still be active.—Yours, A. MIDDLETON. 


The Law about Birds. 


To the Editor of the ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 


S1r,—Although the ‘“‘ ABoLiTIonisT” is for the purpose of expos- 
ing the cruelties and follies of vivisection, I know that all its 
readers, as well as yourself, are opposed to all forms of cruelty to 
animals. 

By an Act passed in May, 1925, it is now an offence punishable 
by a maximum fine of £25 and three months’ imprisonment with 
hard labour :— 

1. To capture, or attempt to capture alive any wild bird by 
means of a live bird used as a decoy which is tethered or 
secured by braces or other similar appliances or which is 
blind, maimed or injured. 

2. To use bird-lime or any substance of a like nature for above 
purpose. 

3. To keep or confine a bird in any cage or other receptacle 
of insufficient height, length, or breadth to permit the said 
bird to freely stretch its wings. 

Your readers can greatly help to enforce this new Act by reporting 
all transgressions against it to The Chief Secretary, R.S.P.C.A., 
105, Jermyn Street, S.W.1. 

I shall be happy to send a leaflet explaining the Act to anyone 
who applies to me.—Yours faithfully, 

95, Park Road, Chiswick, W.4. (Miss) MARGARET BRADiSH. 
September 10, 1925. 


THE RULE OF THE BEASTS. 


NDER the above title Mr. V. T. Murray has written 
: | a remarkable book, which is published by Stanley 

Paul & Co., at 5s. net. The underlying idea is 
little short of an inspiration. It is, that man’s failure 
to keep the moral law, and thus justify his position of 
overlordship on the earth, becomes so clearly demonstrated 
by the advent of another war, with vastly increased 


powers of destruction, that God allows him practically | 


to wipe out his own species, leaving but a small group 
of people to fulfil the réle once entrusted to Noah and his 
family. During the interval necessary for the re-peopling 
of the world with human beings, the rulership is given 
to the beasts, who, needless to say, teach the little 
remnant of the old race many useful lessons. 

To anti-vivisectionists, the chief charm of the story 
will lie in the breadth of vision which enables its author 
to realise the universal kinship, to see the world from 
the standpoint of the animals, and to carry out his idea 
unhampered by that prejudice which would render it 
frankly inconceivable to a less sympathetic mind. But 
even as a narrative of adventure it is so well written that 
it enthrals, especially when we follow the few human 
survivors of the last war in their despairing search for 
some others of their race among the universal wreckage. 
Bombing and gas-poisons have done their work too 
thoroughly, as well as a new disease, which killed with 
a suddenness and inevitableness unknown in previous 
history, and which they alone have escaped through the 


scientific genius of one of their number. 

“We were up against a scene of destruction. The port was 
blocked; sluggishly the brackish water lapped against great iron 
girders and submerged hulks; a wheel stuck out here, a rusty 
chain trailed there. . . All that it had taken men years to 
erect, thrown down like a pack of cards; something soft and 
pulpy and hideous caught my eye; I told Julian to draw in 
wherever he could, and we stepped out of our boat. Gone was the 
City of Glasgow! Glasgow with its splendid buildings, its shame- 
ful hidden slums, its teeming, crawling population, its violent 
contrasts—all equalised now in acommon lot... 


How the little family adjusted themselves to the new 
conditions of life, thrust back from modern civilisation 
to primitive but healthy methods of existence on the land, 
is related with a skill that recalls Robinson Crusoe. The 


writer of the diary is wise enough to make friends with | 


Dux, a magnificent stallion, who has become ruler of the 
beasts under divine guidance. He soon learns to appraise 
the destroyed materialistic civilisation at its true worth, 
and to prefer the simple things of nature and life. He 
writes :-— 

“It has become my habit to spend some time every day alone in 
the woods or on the moors. Call it a sort of ritual if you will, 
and perhaps . . . do we not all get our vision of the divine in 
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different ways? So, apart from human companionship and in 
Nature’s very bosom, do I find myself closest to the soul of creation. 
But once having become acutely observant, I discovered that one 


| never zs alone, that, on the contrary, solitude is an impossibility. 
- | True that insect life is dormant now, but my feathered friends are 


always around, and the animal life of the woods never far distant. 
I hardly saw them at first. . . . only lately have I realised that 
they are my friends.” 


The task of the author when he would pourtray a better 


_habit of life in a world which, after all, is still material 
and subject to change and death, 
_Although the beasts are not stained with the depravity 
of human sins, they must needs still maintain the law 


is not an easy one. 


of prey, and this is made as little repugnant as possible 


_by the reminder that death in itself is not an evil, but 
| rather a gain. 
find much amusement in the idea of a cow presenting 


But an unfriendly critic would probably 


herself every morning to be milked by the humans, 
presumably leaving her calf behind and _ generously 
distributing her favours according to the needs of the 
newcomers, by command of Dux! 

A good many pitfalls have to be avoided and incon- 
sistencies overlooked when Utopia must needs be pre- 
sented. On the whole, the author has achieved this with 
great skill, and has produced a readable and entertaining 
story showing vivid imagination, considerable knowledge 
of human nature and a high moral purpose which is two- 
fold—a warning to man if he continues in the line of his 
present development, and an endeavour to bring him 
into a more friendly relationship with the beasts whose 
overlord he is, but does not deserve to be. 


DANIEL HEALTH PUBLICATIONS. 


HE arrival of another of the neat little books on 

health published by the C. W. Daniel Co., viz., 

Dr. Valentine Knaggs’ Epitome of the Nature-Cure 
System of Medicine (price 1s.), reminds us of our failure 
last year to review a larger volume on Cancer: Its Causes, 
Prevention and Cure, by Dr. Anderschou (price 2s. 6d.) 


This last is an interesting treatise on Cancer. It is 
punctuated with many common-sense remarks, and is 
instructive in several particulars to the layman. The 


author gives details of cases he has treated successfully, 
partly on naturopathic and partly on homeepathic lines, 
occasionally turning to allopathy, for which he was 
originally trained. He is clearly free from the tempta- 
tion to run in a rut, and experiments, wisely and carefully, 
with each patient. 

Among his suggestions concerned with prevention is 
the practical idea of growing fruit and nut trees along all 
our public highways, excluding those close to the towns. 
This he regards as the only way of bringing such health- 
giving foods within range of the common folk. It appears 
that this plan was adopted long ago in Denmark, “in the 
days when men did not indulge in motors, railway 
journeys, etc.; when no Cancer Research Funds allowed 
scientists to waste time in a quixotic fight with bacteria ; 
when cancer was not the white scourge which has been 
brought upon us in our own time by wrong modes of 
living.”’ He also upbraids us with neglecting such 
natural foods as we have, and informs us that the hips 
of the wild rose bush make excellent sweet soups, jams 
and marmalades, are of the highest food value and have 
great medicinal properties. 

Anyone interested in cancer cases will learn at least 
some lessons from this little book, and the author’s 
frequent denunciation of experiments on animals will 
meet with the approval of anti-vivisectionists. 
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STARVING AND MAIMING DOGS. 


HE following is a quotation from 
Abstract XIII. of the Vivi- 
section Investigation League 
of New York. We _ have 
checked it with the original 
article in the American Journal 
of Physiology :— 

STARVING DOGS DOWN TO A 

SHADOW. 

Idle protests put forth to the 
effect that the starving of animals 
for experimental purposes is ‘‘no 
longer done” may be refuted almost 
at a moment’s notice by turning 
to current numbers of medical or 
hospital reports. Consult the 
American Journal of Physiology 

for May, 1924, beginning at page 477, ‘Chemical Changes in the 

Blood during Fasting and Subsequent Refeeding,” from the Depart- 

ment of Biochemistry, University of Nebraska College of 

Medicine. 

This is a peculiarly cautious article. Many dogs are described 
as subjected to fasting, but the duration of the fast is not explicitly 
stated. What is explicitly told, however, is that the fast was 
continued until the dogs were sufficiently wasted to satisfy their 
tormentors :— 

“We are using the relative loss in weight during fasting. . . . 
As a rule we did not allow our dogs to fast beyond a 40 per cent. 
loss in body weight . . . we did not wish to jeopardise their 
existence. . .. In the case of dog 2, however, the fast was 
carried until the dog lost over one-half of its initial weight. . he 

These dogs were bled every time the body weight diminished 
about 10 per cent. Here we have dogs systematically starved, 
bled, starved and bled again and again. Brought back to normal 
by re-feeding, several of them were again subjected to a repetition 
of the entire experiment. All these sufferings merely for curious 
and useless tests of the blood content. Worse yet, deprivation of 
water as well as of food was employed at the discretion of the 
experimenter. 

One need only glance at this article to sense that it is all routine 
work—starvation and thirst being just an ordinary infliction in 
the laboratories. A touch that leaves the imagination to supply 
what the authors do not define is the following quotation :— 

“The bloods were taken directly from the heart, and the dogs 
were so well trained before the actual experimentation began that 
they have betrayed no excitement at being fastened to the holder 
or in the course of the operation.” 

This simply means that the dogs had been utterly cowed, ‘‘so 
well trained” is a phrase open to about any conjecture you care to 
make. Prolonged subjection to every “‘inconvenience” and “‘dis- 
comfort” is the mildest interpretation. 


MISERY OF THE VICTIMS. 


Human beings sometimes fast for reasons of health, 
and, since they understand all about it, they willingly 
put up with the feelings of discomfort entailed; but we 
never heard of anyone fasting till his weight was reduced 
by 40 per cent., still less till he was less than half his 
original weight! One of the dogs used in the above 
experiments “‘fasted without water,”’ and was evidently 
entirely deprived of this greater essential than food for 
a very considerable time, since it is recorded that his 
“body had already diminished 40 per cent.” at the close 
of the experiment. 

The following incident is recorded by the vivisectors :— 


“It is interesting to record an experience with dog 4 which 
goes to show that the metabolic reaction resulting from feeding 
following a preliminary fast is more far-reaching than is commonly 
suspected. When this dog 4 had already lost 18 to 19 per cent. 
in weight it accidentally gained access to food. Although this was 
immediately discovered it was impossible to determine the amount 
of food which the dog actually consumed. Since its body weight 
soon after eating was found to be only about 15 per cent. below 


its initial weight, it is reasonable to assume that the quantity of 
food probably did not exceed 5 per cent. of the dog’s weight, 
i.e., about 400 grams. The dog was again isolated, and we have 
had no other accidents of this nature in the course of these experi- 
ments. When the dog fasted long enough to diminish 20 per cent. 
in weight a sample of blood was taken as usual for analysis. This, 
of course, was done several days after the accidental feeding 
fore biswstal, -y 5 eM 


The pathos of this ‘‘accident”’ would not, of course, 
be realised by the experimenters. We can imagine the 
scene; the joy of the poor dog, already wasted and 
starving, at the sight of food; the hasty, interrupted 
meal—possibly punishment; the return to prison, where 
the fasting is more rigorously enforced. It seems incred- 
ible that well-fed vivisectors can enter their laboratories 
day after day to examine and torment dogs kept without 
food or drink—dogs for whom eating is an “accident.” 


FRACTURES THAT DID NOT UNITE. 


The Abstract next describes another torture :— 

THE LATEST REASON FOR BREAKING DOGS’ LEGS. 

Consult the Bulletin of the Johns Hopkins Hospital for November, 
1924, and you will find an article entitled, ““An Experimental 
Study of Ununited Fractures with especial Reference to the 
Inorganic Bone-Forming Elements in the Blood Serum.” (From 
the Hunterian Laboratory of Experimental Surgery and the 
Chemical Laboratory of the Department of Pediatrics, the Johns 
Hopkins University.) 

Here we find ten dogs were recently subjected to the breaking of 
their bones for experiments to demonstrate the relation of calcium 
and phosphorus in the foods to the period of time required for 
broken bones to heal. 

This laboratory, particularly associated with the department of 
pediatrics, may be said to conduct experiments bearing on the 
diseases of children. Broken bones are a large per cent. of infant 
afflictions. Instantly upon being criticised the experimenters 
willreply,“‘ What? You wouldn’t oppose torturing dogs, would you, 
for the sake of finding out something about bone fractures in little 
humans?” We approach the matter in this way to apprehend the 
answer of the laboratory and expose its vacuity at the outset. 

The part that minerals—calcium, lime—play in the growth of 
the skeletal structure from infancy onward, has been patent for 
50 years. Animal experiment was never needed to prove anything 
at all about it. The calcium content of foods is determined in 
the test-tubes. Dogs, cats, monkeys, humans, ought never by 
any slightest excuse to be used on the plea of necessity to demon- 
strate the matter, unless the mere harmless modifying of a creature’s 
diet were called an experiment. To suppose that plenty of calcium 
in the food, or considerably more than usual, since calcium has 
a lot to do with bone making, were an excellent thing to absorb 
while bones are in the splint, is reasonable. 

A decent, cautious, independent physician, admitting this 
reasoning, acts on it and does nobody any harm. Nor does he act 
upon it because the laboratories have ever been under the necessity 
of proving it. Which goes to say—Here were a series of dogs 
put into the bone breaker and subjected to weeks of subsequent 
suffering, when so far from there being any crying reason for it, 
nobody in the profession or out of it cares a hang! 

Their leg bones were broken under ether. That is the minimum 
of extenuation and it amounts to exactly this much—relief for 
ten seconds at the longest. (The writer of this article has seen 
bone breaking machines at work. Ten seconds is a long operation.) 

Anyone who has ever had a broken bone knows that the setting 
is the trial of endurance. No ether is mentioned for the dogs, 
then. As for the days and nights afterwards—did you ever go 
through it? It varies, the degree of “discomfort.” It can amount 
to incessant torment. The dumb dog, of course, is unable to 
inform us on this point. 

You may read the details from the human—not the humane— 
point of view in the report of this experiment. It is stated that, 
“At the end of five weeks the fractures of the dogs in the diet 
series were still ununited, and there was still no evidence of cal- 
cification. Dog 2*** had no evidence of union after three months.” 
Here we have a beautiful example of the cool, calm, infernal] 
heartlessness of up-to-date scientific pretension. 
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DR. KEEN KEEPS SILENCE. 


KEEN, an octogenarian sur- 
geon who is still sufficiently 


for vivisection in the United 


letter appealing for subscrip- 
tions to erect a memorial to 
the late Ernest Harold 
Baynes. The latter will be 
remembered as the chief 
writer on behalf of the Medi- 
cal Research party; on his 
‘talents as a journalist they 
appeared largely to rely, though they could hardly believe 
that he had much knowledge of the subject. That he 
had not is very clearly demonstrated in the reply of Dr. 
Hadwen to one of his articles, which our American friends 
reproduced as a pamphlet, and of which we still have a 
limited supply. 

The request of Dr. Keen has led to the following interest- 
ing correspondence between him and the Hon. Charles 
Edward Russell, one of our best supporters. The latter’s 
vigorous and amusingly presented arguments appear to 
have been too much for the surgeon, who, like the leaders 
of the Research Defence Society over here, did not attempt 
to reply to them. 

HON MCSE 2] RUSSELL TO: DRWeaWir cE EN 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 
May 18, 1925. 


DEAR Dr. KEEN,— 

Allow me to acknowledge with thanks receipt of your interesting 
letter of May 14 telling me that a fund is started for a memorial 
to Mr. Baynes and courteously inviting me to contribute to it. 
I knew Mr. Baynes personally and esteemed some phases of his 
character. But it is quite impossible that I should have part 
in any memorial to his honour or view with favour any movement 
in that direction. Mr. Baynes was an industrious and persistent 
champion of the barbarous, cruel, useless, degrading and disgusting 
superstition euphemistically described as animal experimentation, 
but in actuality to be called the wanton torture of the less fortunate 
and undefended creatures that in this world have been com- 
mitted to our care and protection. 1 am quite willing to admit 
that Mr. Baynes, like many others, was sincere in his belief in 
this monstrous and sanguinary delusion. I am ready to acquit 
him of any but honest motives in the strange course he followed. 
I will concede further that, while the methods he pursued in this 
championship were notoriously and grossly unfair, they could 
not possibly have been otherwise, for there is and can be no 
fair defence of cruelty. Nevertheless, making every allowance 
and remembering always the amnesty of death, the evil resulting 
from Mr. Baynes’ course is a palpable and troublesome thing 
not to be denied, overlooked nor condoned by those that still 
have in their hearts the capacity of sympathy with the sufferings 
of the weak and the unprotected. 

I am glad to hear of Mr. Baynes’ useful labours in other direc- 
tions. I cannot imagine why he should try to preserve the bison 
and at the same time work to exterminate the dog, but, at least, 
he did show some sympathy with the bison, and for that I am 
willing to give him praise. But, the excellency of this endeavour 
is so far overshadowed by the vast evil of his attitude toward 
other animals that I shall have to be excused from any support to 
a memorial to his name. The contributions that I seek to make 
are to those that have opposed cruelty, not those that have furthered 
it.—Yours very truly, 


(Signed) CHARLES EDWARD RUSSELL. 


DR. W. W. KEEN TO HON. C.E. RUSSELL. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
May 19, 1925. 
DEAR SIR,— 
I have received your extraordinary letter of May 18. 
Please turn to the Outlook for May 13, p. 51, and see what ‘‘the 
dangers of ignorance” are. 


| 


active in brain to conduct | 
an impassioned propaganda | 


States, recently sent out a. 


I presume you are also an anti-vaccinationist, which means 
that you want to bring back the days before Jenner introduced 
vaccination against smallpox in 1796, when thousands were swept 
into their graves by smallpox, and when all those who escaped 
were made hideous by pock-marking, and many of them blinded. 
If you do advocate the abandonment of vaccination, I should 
consider you an enemy of the human race.—Yours truly, 


(Signed) W. W. KEEN. 


HON. C. E. RUSSELL TO DR. W. W. KEEN. 
WasuIncTon, D.C. 
May 21, 1925. 
DEAR DR. KEEN,— 

Allow me to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of May 19. 

You are good enough to caution me therein against “the dangers 
of ignorance.” May I respond in kind by warning you against 
the perils of bigotry and intolerance? 

Kindly compare these two formulas, if I may trouble you so far. 

1. There was much smallpox in 1796. There was no vaccina- 
tion in 1796. There is much vaccination in 1925: There is less 
smallpox in 1925. Behold the efficacy of vaccination. 

2. There was much smallpox in 1796. There were no full 
length trousers in 1796. There are many full length trousers in 
1925. There is less smallpox in 1925. Behold the efficacy of 
full length trousers. 

One of these propositions is as illogical and as unsupported as 
the other. You say that I must accept the first on pain of being 
branded an enemy to the human race. If you cannot see the 
absurdity of such a position, do you think you have any right to 
pursue with hatred and venom those that have a better sense of 
the ridiculous ? 

Or, again. You say that by the process of inoculating human 
beings with diseased pus from cows much good is wrought to the 
human beings. Another physician as learned as you are, with at 
least as much experience, with as many degrees from institutions 
with as high a standing, assures me that your opinion of cow pus 
is preposterous. He says that cow pus never prevented and never 
could prevent smallpox but that the practice of inoculating human 
beings with it is fraught with great peril. He points to the 
statistics of vaccinated persons in the Philippines and elsewhere 
that became infected afterward with smallpox. He points to the 
deaths that cow pus has caused, the amputations, the maimings 
and the terrible sufferings. He urges me to have nothing to do 
with it. You say that I must accept your doctrine and reject his. 
Will you kindly tell me why? 

If you answer because your view is supported by certain medical 
associations and learned faculties, excuse me if I smile, I am too 
well acquainted with the history of medicine to take seriously 
any such conclusion. Has there ever been a time when the opinion 
of the faculty about anything was right in the view of a succeeding 
generation? For example, what is your private opinion of the 
doses of calomel that used to be prescribed 60 or 70 years ago? 
Would you give them now in your own practice? What do you 
think of blood letting as it was practised and upheld 100 years 
ago? Suppose you had been alive then and had expressed the 
views of it that you hold now. You would then have been in 
exactly the same relation to the faculty that I hold now about 
vaccination, would you not? You would have been denounced 
as obstructing science and endangering with your ignorance of the 
laws of health the safety of the public, would you not? The 
prejudice and bigotry of that day would have branded you as an 
enemy of the human race, would it not? Then will you kindly 
tell me what possible assurance I can have that the medical fetish 
of our day will not be exactly as ridiculous 30 years from now as 
are to-day the medical fetishes of 30 years ago and 60 years ago 
and a 100 years ago ? 

Yet, because I am as sceptical now of these things as the doctors 
themselves will be 30 years from now, you wish to exterminate 
me as an enemy of the human race. 

You are perfectly sure that you have the secret of physical 
health for all mankind. Four hundred years ago the gentlemen 
that were operating the Inquisition were perfectly sure that they 
had the secret of spiritual health for all mankind. Now and then 
someone arose and said he did not believe in transubstantiation. 
Then the gentlemen of the Inquisition denounced such a man as 
an enemy of the human race, and proceeded to prove to him the 
truth of transubstantiation by burning him at the stake. To-day, 
a man arises here and there and says ‘“‘I do not believe in cow pus 
as the Divine means of healing for the sons of God.” Him you wish 
to pillory as an enemy of the human race and you proceed to show 
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him the eternal truth of cow pus by arresting him or refusing his 
children an education or shooting cow pus into him by main 
strength. Will you kindly tell me wherein you differ from 
Torquemada and how much spiritual advancement you show over 
the men of 1525? 

My dear doctor, do but reflect a little. Every day all the 
diseases that you say can be cured by dog torture are being cured 
by means that involve no such torture. Does not that fact at one 
blow sweep away the whole of your contention that torture is 
necessary? Why must I accept your way if there is another that 
is better? I see an open door through a stone wall. You tell 
me I must not use it but must make a hole through the wall by 
butting it with my head. I ask you why and you tell me because 
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that seems to you and the members of the American Medical | 


Association the best way. 
open door you shriek at me that I am an enemy of the human 
race and threaten me with a law that will compel me to head- 
butting. Will you excuse me if I fail to be impressed with you 
or your threats ? 

Definitions of what constitutes an enemy of the human race 
must differ widely. According to my convictions, the greatest 
-of all such enemies is he that furthers cruelty, labours to extinguish 
compassion, and hardens the heart against sympathy. For these 
are the attributes of love, and love is the law of life. 


When I smile and walk through the | 


165 


No doubt you regard me with much hostility. It is a feeling 
of which as between us you will have the monopoly. I have no 
enmity for you; only sorrow that a good man should be misled 
by his economic environment into so untenable a position.— 
Yours very truly, (Signed) CHARLES EDWARD RUSSELL. 


THE FINAL LETTERS. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Mr. Charles Edward Russell. May 25, 1925. 


| DEAR SIR,— 


I really thought that you were not capable of writing so silly 
a letter as I have just received from you under date of May 21. 
With this letter our correspondence must cease.—Yours truly, 


(Signed) W.W. KEEN. 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 
Dr. W. W. Keen. May 28, 1925. 
DEAR SIR,— 
As you please. I did not begin it nor desire it. But I am 
obliged to observe to you that inasmuch as you sent me a public 


letter for a public purpose and I responded to it, I can see no 


| reason why I should regard the correspondence as private.—Yours 


truly, (Signed) CHARLES EDWARD RUSSELL. 


A Repudiation. 

A leaflet has recently been circulated, purporting to 
describe an interview with Miss Kidd at the British Union 
Offices. She describes it as a tissue of inaccuracies from 
beginning to end, and denies emphatically that she ever 
made the statements attributed to her, or anything 
remotely resembling them. 


Paris Congress, 

A Congress of Humane Societies has been held in Paris, 
at which the following resolution was passed :— 

“The Congress considers that vivisection is indefensible from 
the moral point of view, and that, in the opinion of many scientists 
and doctors, it is not indispensable in the interests of science. 


“The Congress consequently records its resolution that the | 


practice of vivisection should be brought into conformity with the 
penal laws concerning the general protection of animals, and not, 
as in certain countries, placed in a special and privileged category.” 


A good ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST”’ resolution! 


Our Next Social. 

As already indicated, our next Social will take place 
on Thursday, December 3, at 3 p.m. Mr. Layton 
Horniman will preside, and the speaker will be Dr. 
Bertrand Allinson. In addition to songs by Miss Olive 
Charlton Fry, we are promised a treat in the shape of a 
half-hour entertainment, from 5 to 5.30, given by the 
well-known Robinson School of Dancing and Elocution 
(Streatham). Tea will be served prior to this last item. 


The Schick Test. 

It is quite clear that an enormous effort is being made to 
impose the Schick test upon all our children. Anti- 
toxin as the regular treatment for diphtheria has clearly 
failed; it is now admitted that this disease is still much 
to be feared, that it has not yielded to sanitary measures 
as other similar complaints have done (probably by 
reason of the handicap of inoculation); that it causes 
many deaths, and, so far from being “‘conquered,”’ is 
actually increasing. Therefore a further inoculation with 
toxin-antitoxin is demanded. 

However, the L.C.C. will have none of it; so the 
inoculationists are beaten in the first round. We quote 


the following from the Evening News of October 12:— 
SCHOOL DIPHTHERIA. 
L.C.C. AND ToxIN-ANTITOXIN TREATMENT. 

At the meeting of the London County Council to-morrow the 
Joint Public Health and Education Committees will recommend 
that it is not advisable ‘‘at the present time that toxin-antitoxin 
treatment in connection with the prevention of diphtheria should 


_ be adopted in the medical treatment of school children.” 


A doctor told a reporter that this recommendation is contrary 
to the views of all experts on diphtheria. 


Professor Pirquet, of Vienna, is admittedly a bacterio- 
logical expert; so we place side by side with this Press 
propaganda by an unnamed doctor the following passage 
from the British Medical Journal of September 26, 1925. 


“On the advice of Professor Pirquet, active immunisation of 


| school children against diphtheria with toxin-antitoxin has been 


forbidden in Austria.” 


Antitoxin and Paralysis. 

In this connection we must refer to the admirable letter 
of Dr. Cameron Kidd, M.O.H. for Bromsgrove, which 
appeared in the same journal on August 29. Writing 
evidently with the greatest caution, he points out that 
“‘the promise of 20 years ago, when antitoxin treatment 
was first adopted, that diphtheria mortality would be 
greatly diminished, has not been fulfilled’’; that the case 
mortality (the chief boast of the vivisectionist) is 
enormously higher than that of scarlet fever; and that 
since antitoxin has been used there has been a great 
increase in post-diphtherial paralysis. 

Concerning the last point (which was received almost 
with derision when Dr. Hadwen used it at his trial, 
even Sir Edward Marshall Hall, his own counsel, hastily 
dissociating himself from it personally) Dr. Cameron 
Kidd writes :— 


“T have been greatly struck by the apparent increase of post- 
diphtherial paralysis. In the pre-antitoxin days one used to note 
cases in which the palate and uvula were paralysed as showing 
rather an unusual complication. Perhaps two or three out of ten 
cases would show some degree of paralysis. My experience is 
that now practically every case shows some degree of paralysis of 
the fauces and that more serious forms of paralysis are correspond- 
ingly more frequent.” 

Clearly, there is no room here for the argument of Mr. 
Justice Lush (who received with great respect the repre- 
sentations made to him by Sir William Willcox) that those 


who now get paralysis would formerly have died! Dr. 
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Cameron Kidd says “‘ practically every case’”—the milder 
as well as the more serious. 


No wonder he commences his letter with the words | 


““With great diffidence I should like to draw attention to 
three points, etc.”! It needs some courage for a Medical 
Officer of Health to tell the truth so plainly. 

Dr. Kidd appealed to other doctors to give their opinion 
on the matter, but nobody seemed to have any to offer, 
save to suggest that antitoxin might not have been 
administered early enough. In the 


“Tt seems to me that antitoxin has changed completely the 
clinical picture of diphtheria. True, we do not get cases needing 
tracheotomy as formerly, but, on the other hand, we find almost 


invariable post-diphtherial paralysis of greater or less severity | 


with increased tendency to heart failure, and also, I think, 
nephritis in a way in which it used not to occur. I still hope 
that some whose experience covers pre-antitoxin days will give 
an opinion.” 


The fact is most doctors know nothing about diphtheria | 


unless it is treated by antitoxin. 


The Vivisector and 
the Monkey. 
Sir Charles Sherrington, opening 
the Winter Session of the London 


School of Medicine for Women 
recently, gave the following 
anecdote :— Z 


Gp: 


“A mere man, I have myself had 
homely reminder of mental kinship to 
primitive forbears. When my laboratory 
kept chimpanzees I used to pay a daily 
visit to them at large in their room. 
Once after such a visit, when I had just 
left and locked the door, I turned back 
again, pondering what the chimpanzees 
might do when I had left; I stooped and 
looked through the keyhole. A chim- 
panzee’s eye met mine peering through 
the keyhole. The same thought had 
struck us both, both herand me—she, as 
a lady, had acted first.” 


Probably the chimpanzee wanted 
to make quite sure that the vivisector 
was not returning. Sir Charles has 
performed some cruel experiments 
on the higher animals, in spite of 
his recognition of their kinship. 


The Truth about Disease. 

Mr. J. Ellis Barker wrote in John o' London’s Weekly, 
November 29, 1924:—‘‘ Cancer and most diseases are due 
not to hostile germs, but to wrong living.” This may 
be given as a sample of the kind of thing which some men 
are allowed to write without being called “cranks.” 
For reasons not quite apparent to us, Mr. Barker has been 
hailed as a prophet both within medical circles and in 
the Press. His book on Cancer has, indeed, enjoyed a 
“stunt.” We are glad, therefore, that he writes such 
good sense, but we wish we had his secret of Press 
popularity. 


The Variable Germ. 


It is difficult to imagine anything more ridiculous than 
the following, which appeared in the Daily Chronicle 
of October 19:— 

COLD GERM MYSTERY. 

VACCINE PREPARED IN EDINBURGH INEFFECTIVE IN LONDON. 

An epidemic of colds has followed the variations of climate 
during the past week, and numbers are being inoculated as a 
preventive measure. 
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British Medical | 
Journal of October 10 he returns to the charge, writing :— — 


THE SIMILARITY OF GREAT MINDS. 


“In my experience,” said a general practitioner to a Daily 


_ Chronicle representative, “inoculation is of little or no value 


unless the vaccine is prepared in the district or town where the 
patient resides. 

“‘Thus a vaccine prepared in Edinburgh is not effective in the 
case of a Londoner, the reason being that the germ rife in London 
may be entirely different from that in Scotland. As a general 
rule those who derive no benefit from inoculation will find that it 
is due to this fact.” 

What are commercial travellers to do? 


Inoculated Sailors’ High Death-rate. 


We quote the following from the Morning Post of 
October 7 :— 


‘‘Some striking figures of the death-rate among sailors compared 
with men in other groups of the population were given by Fleet- 


| Surgeon W. E. Home, who was among the speakers at the afternoon 


session yesterday of the Imperial Social Hygiene Congress, which 
is being held at Wembley. 

“The returns of death published by the Board of Trade indicated 
that British seamen died from typhoid and malaria 20 times, and 
from smallpox 125 times as often 
as men of the same age in the general 
population. 

“Who is there,’ he continued, ‘in 
England to see that our sailors are 
vaccinated? Noone. We leave that to 
the United States, who will see they are 
inoculated against typhoid fever or taught 
about malaria, or given quinine before- 
hand in places where it is required. 
We do not take nearly enough trouble to 
save the excess deaths which occur 
annually from these diseases in the 
Merchant Marine among grown and 
educated men, averaging 25 years of age, 
and involving a great loss of life capital 
to the nation.’ ” 

Surely, a worse opportunity for 
preaching vaccination and inocula- 
tion could hardly have been pro- 
vided! It is certain that seamen 
are better vaccinated than landsmen. 
They are never accepted for service 
until the rite has been performed, 
and pressure is brought to bear upon 
them whenever they are likely to 
land at a place where smallpox 
exists. The same kind of pressure 
is often employed in regard to 
typhoid. Besides, most of these 
men ‘‘went through the mill’ of 
inoculation during the war. 

The real lesson to be learnt by the high death-rate from 
disease of seamen is that diseases of the fever class are due 
to insanitary environment, which they encounter in foreign 
ports. They are as a class far more ‘“‘protected’”’ by 
inoculations than others; but the only lesson an up-to- 
date medical man can learn from the failure of these 
measures is that they should be employed more and more! 


Death of Dr. Leverson. 

We regret to learn of the death of Dr. Montague 
Leverson, at the age of 95. He will be remembered as 
the American physician who came over to this country 
some 15 years ago, and told us so much about Professor 
Béchamp, whom he had known personally. A great 
admirer of Béchamp’s genius, he felt keenly the 
plagiarisms of Pasteur, and left no stone unturned to 
expose them and to vindicate the memory of his master. 
One of the direct results of his labour and enthusiasm was 
the book Béchamp or Pasteur, by E. Douglas Hume, 
which owed much to his inspiration. 
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Sea-sickness Machine. 

In January, 1922, we referred to the cruel experiments 
being carried out in the Pasteur Institute, Paris, on dogs, 
cats, pigeons, chickens, rabbits and guinea-pigs, in 
endeavouring to create sea- 
sickness by jerking them con- 
tinuously up and down. We 
then quoted from the Evening 
News, which reported that “‘ the 
dogs were most seriously affec- 
ted, 30 per cent. going through 
much suffering.” We have 
now seen a photograph of the 
diabolical machine employed, 
and reproduce a drawing from 
it. Only rabbits are shown in 
the cage. The idea seems to 
be that as they are not seasick, 
a serum might be obtained 
from their blood. <A rabbit is 
so constituted that 1t cannot 
vomit, hence the absurdity of 
drawing a comparison. 

Dr. Snow on Cancer. 

Dr. Herbert Snow contributed an interesting article 
on “*Cancer” to the Contemporary Review for October. He 
writes of the “ egregious fallacy now current in the idea that 
knowledge bearing upon human cancer can be acquired by 
experiments on the sub-human animals. No single species 
of these ever develops it, and the laws which affect its 
growth cannot be deduced from phenomena in them.” 

This article should prove a useful corrective of false 
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A Sign of the Times. 


The Nottingham Guardian of September 23 reported the 
inauguration of amovement to equip a clinic in Nottingham 
for the medicinal treatment of tuberculosis. The local Com- 
mittee of the British Legion 
Relief Fund aim at making the 
clinic available for all, though 
its original purpose was to serve 
ex-servicemen. The treatment 
to be used does not consist of 
animal serum. Nevertheless, 
at the initial meeting, the 
physician responsible for it 
announced that experiments 
on animals would be made in 
connection with it. Mr. T.W. 
Marsters, the chairman, there- 
upon declared that he “would 
have nothing more todo with 
it,” and a large number of 
influential imhabitants also 
decided to turn a cold shoulder 
to tie "ven trre: Sree 
that the proposal was un- 
welcome m a city which, 
thanks mainly to the labours of Mr. Fraser Hewes, 
is largely anti-vivisectionist, the doctor said that they 
could drop that part of the scheme, as it was not 
essential ! 

Apparently, the idea of testing and re-testing the 
treatment on animals had been entertained in order to 
give a “‘scientific”’ cachet to the treatment; and this no 
doubt is the case elsewhere. All honour to Mr. Marsters 
for his bold and determined action in putting a stop 


HAMPSHIRE. 

Miss L. E. Pugh and Mr. Maurice Toms conducted a short Van 
Campaign at Petersfield, Gosport, Fareham and Lee-on-the- 
Solent, commencing on September 21. In spite of rather bad 
weather and shorter hours of work, necessitated by the helpers 
having to travel to and from the Isle of Wight each day, 67 new 
members joined the Portsmouth and I.W. Branch. Mrs. Pearce 
Jiggins helped at Gosport. 

It is hoped to form auxiliary organisations in the above places, 
and members willing to help are asked to write to Mr. Toms at 
Ryde. 

MANCHESTER. 

The Rev. H. H. Johnson, B.A., one of our Vice-Presidents, 
continues to draw large congregations at the services held in the 
city at the well-known Cross Street Chapel. He is attracting 
citizens and scholars from all classes by his vigorous and scholarly 
dealing with social and ethical matters. Several times he has 
given a strong indictment of Vivisection, Vaccination and 
Tnoculation. 

At a recent service, dealing with the play of G. B.S., St. Joan,” 
he made reference to the Pasteurian theories, vaccines, etc. The 
Chapel is usually crowded, about 400 people attending, and dis- 
cussion, as a rule, follows after the religious service. 

Our Van Appeals are attracting much attention; humane people 
in all parts of Manchester, and over Lancs., Cheshire, Wales, etc., 
are sending donations. (See additional list from Sept. 12 to Oct. 
12, Manchester and Northern Branches.) 

Our British Union sign, in a prominent position outside the 
Offices, opposite the Royal Exchange, has recently been enamelled 
white, and stands out splendidly, attracting the notice of many 
people. 

Requests for lectures and addresses are coming in from many 
quarters. Will any friends who can give services, in various 
ways, kindly communicate with Mr. Middleton? The work is 
increasing beyond the capacity of our office and helpers. 


UTS TSN TICy NNN ae 


On October 8, in the afternoon, the Ladies’ Group met in the 
Branch Rooms and rendered excellent service in various ways, 
addressing, folding, stamping, etc. Tea was provided by the 
kindness of Miss Hallowell and Mrs. Middleton. Thanks are due 
to many friends, who although busy with their own duties, yet 
contrive to give several hours weekly to helping in various ways. 

Many interesting letters are passing constantly from our Northern 
Offices between Mr. Middieton and public authorities, Members 
of Parliament, etc. Recently action has been taken by the Branch 
ve Assurance Companies and the recommendation of antitoxin. 

OpituaRY.—In Mr. J. Macbeth Bain we lose a member 
both of our Manchester and Liverpoo! Branches. Tribute is paid 
to him on page 161. 

SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY. 

A number of meetings are to be addressed by the Society’s 
lecturers under the auspices of other bodies, including Glasgow 
New Thought Centre; Personal Health Association, Edinburgh ; 
‘Theosophical Society Lodges; Independent Labour Party Branches ; 
Vegetarian Societies, etc. 

The membership of the Society continues to improve and there 
is every prospect of a successful winter’s work. 

SUBURBAN CAMPAIGN. 

Mr. Maurice Toms and Mr. Dimond Hogg have conducted a 
three weeks’ van campaign in three suburbs of London. The 
report will be given next month. We are pleased to note that 
the campaign received notice in the local Press. 
WORTHING. 

At Mrs. Eyre Heriot’s ‘‘ At Home” at Brecon House on Tuesday, 
November 3, Mr. W. A. Belton will give an address entitled 
“The Wonderful R.S.P.C.A.” Mr. Maurice Toms is expected 
to be present. 

Mrs. Eyre Heriot regrets to announce that this will be her last 
“At Home” in Worthing, as she is leaving the neighbourhood. 
She hopes to carry on her secretarial work to the close of the year, 
and her successor will be announced in due course. 
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BATH. 

The Western Van being at Bath, it was used as a platform for an 
open-air meeting on October 12, when Mrs. Swainson spoke on be- 
half of our Branch. The meeting was reported in the Bath Chronicle. 

BEDFORD. 

Mr. Fraser Hewes reports that on July 10 he visited Bedford, 

and spoke at a well-attended garden party for our Cause. 
BELFAST. 

The Annual Meeting of the Ulster Branch was held on October 13, 
im the’ C.P7A? Rooms; the Rev. Kt. Wo seaver, i... | pres 
siding. Miss Occleshaw and Mr. J. Buck, who visited the city 
to assist at a dog show (of which a report will be supplied next 
month) were among the speakers. 

BLACKHEATH, 

On September 4 Miss Crofton gave an Anti-vivisection address 
to the Lee Green Women’s Co-operative Guild; and on October 
13 she gave a Florence Nightingale Anti-inoculation address to 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


by a good audience, and 11 new members were added to the Branch, 
The meeting was reported in the Leicester Mercury and the 
Leicester Mail. 

LIVERPOOL. 

On September 27 Mr. Middleton was invited to give anaddress 
before the public gathering held in the Theosophical Lecture 
Rooms, Miss C. Davey, LL.A., presiding. Miss Davey, in her 
introductory remarks, spoke in high terms of the practical work 
of our Northern Secretary amongst all sections of the community, 
and for various reforms. 

Mr. Middleton dealt with religious, scientific and practical aspects 
of humanitarian work, healing, diet, sunshine and research work, 
from the days of Hippocrates to the present times. Questions were put 


, to the speaker on many points and a sincere vote of thanks accorded. 


the Greenwich Railway Women’s Guild, and on October 14 she | 


went a second time to the Westminster Women’s Co-operative 
Guild and gave them another address on Florence Nightingale 
and Anti-inoculation. 

BOLTON. 

On September 23 a Meeting of the Council was held in the 
Vegetarian Café, when it was decided to make an appeal for the 
Van Campaign. This met with a good response. 

On October 5 two Public Meetings were held in St. George’s 
Road Congregational Schools, and addressed by Mr. Middleton. 
His subject in the afternoon was ‘‘Humane Education,” and in 
the evening ‘“‘Crime, Cruelty and Disease.” 
Muzzell, M.A. (Vicar of Christ Church), presided, and Mr. J. 
Buck and Mr. Hitchen presided at the literature stall, assisted 
by Miss Occleshaw, Mr. A. Crompton, Miss Wightman and others. 
The Bolton Journal and Guardian and Bolton Evening News gave 


good reports. 
BROMLEY. 

Under the auspices of our Bromley Branch, Miss Kidd addressed 
a meeting in the Working Men’s Institute, Widmore, on October 2. 
Her subject was “‘Our Responsibility towards Animals.” The 
chair was taken by Mr. F. G. Harrison. Very good press 
reports appeared. 

CLAPTON. 

One of our members, the Rev. Geoffrey Marshall, gave an excel- 
lent address on Vivisection at the P.S.A. of the United Methodist 
Church, Pembury Grove, on August 16, and it was fully reported 
in the P.S.A. Monthly. Mr. Marshall, who has just entered the 
U.M. ministry, is beginning his work at Louth, where we hope 
he will be of some assistance to our rapidly developing Lincoln- 
shire Branches. 

GLASGOW. 

A very interesting series of lectures has been arranged by the 
Society and an attractive syllabus has been issued. 
meeting of the series took place in the Central Halls, Glasgow, 


The Rev. J. Mercer | 


The first | 


On October 1 our Liverpool Branch representatives met at the 

rooms, Bold Place, and transacted items of business. 
MANCHESTER. 

On September 20 Mr. Middleton was invited to give an address 
before the public gathering in the Oldham Theosophical Rooms. 
Mr. Withnell presided. The speaker dealt with public health 
matters from a practical and religious standpoint, and his address 
was followed by a good discussion and many questions. 

On September 29 a meeting of representatives of the Council 
for Protection of Animals was held in the Onward Hall Library. 
Mr. J. E. Dorsett presided. Mr. J. Cuming Walters, M.A., 
spoke upon various aspects of reform. Mr. A. Middleton, the hon. 
secretary, gave an interesting report dealing with many vital 


| matters, and mentioning that complaints had been made by several 


citizens of the cries of dogs in the research building at the College. 
On September 30 a meeting under the auspices of the Healthy 
Life Association was held in Manchester, Dr. St. J. Doherty 


| presiding. Mr. E. J. Saxon, in the course of a most valuable 


on October 15, when Mr. John M. Crosthwaite, President of the | 


Society, gave a most interesting address on “The Progress of the 
Anti-vivisection Movement.” ‘There was a good attendance. 

During the past month the following meetings have been held 

and addressed by Mr. Herbert Brown :— 
Glasgow Green (open-air) ; 

Greenock I.L.P. a September 23. 

Glasgow Green (open-air) ys .. September 24. 

do. a ii ee OeDLeEm ber 20m 

do. - bi .. September 30. 

Anniesland Wesleyan Methodist Church 


September 18. 


Literary Society October 9. 
Study Circle, Glasgow October 11. 
Dumbarton I.L.P. te October 12. 
Anniesland I.L.P. October 15. 


The meeting at the Study Circle, Glasgow, where Mr. Brown’s 
subject was “Scientific Curiosity and the Christ Spirit,” was an 
exceptionally good meeting, the large Central Halls being filled. 

On October 12 Mr. Dugald Semple addressed the Edinburgh 
School of Natural Therapeutics on “‘Is Vivisection Justifiable ?” 

LEEDS. 

On September 28 Mrs. Holmes spoke to the Kirkstall Women’s 
Co-operative Guild on “Is Science above Morality?” and on 
October 19 she also addressed the Beeston Guild. 

LEICESTER. 
_ A-successful meeting was held at the Association Hall on Septem- 
ber 24. Dr. Hadwen spoke on “The Crime and Fallacy of Vivi- 
section.” Mr. J. T. Biggs, J.P., took the chair. A resolution 
was passed which stated that vivisection was not only useless 
and misleading, but also cruel and unscientific, and the practice 
of experimentation upon living animals should be made a penal 
offence. Dr. Hadwen’s address was followed with close attention 


| consent devoted his sermons to anti-vivisection. 
| report a later meeting in our next issue. 


lecture, condemned vaccines and serums. Mr. Middleton was 
invited to move the vote of thanks, and Canon Doherty seconded 
(not being in full agreement on all points). 

On October 8 a Meeting of Representatives was held at 2, Victoria 
Street, Mr. G. N. Hallowell presiding. Reports of great interest 
were dealt with. 

NORTHAMPTON. 

The Northampton Chronicle of October 13 contained a long and 
excellent report of a speech by Major Austin, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., 
at a meeting convened by our local Branch on the previous day at 
the Public Library. The Rev. D. Cellan Evans presided. Several 
new members were gained. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

On July 15 Mr. Fraser Hewes addressed the Women’s Adult 
School, Mapperley. 

On October 11 he spoke to the Claremont Road Adult School. 

NORWICH. 

Mr. Fraser Hewes spoke on October 15 at a meeting convened 
by our Norwich Branch. 

ROBIN HOOD’S BAY. 

Mr. H. W. Cox, who was for so many years hon. secretary of our 
Hull Branch, took the services on Sunday, October 18, at the 
Congregational Church, Robin Hood’s Bay, and with the Pastor’s 
We hope to 
Mr. Cox has made good 
use of his stay in Robin Hood’s Bay and we are grateful to his 
clerical helper for granting him such an opportunity. 

SALISBURY. 

A meeting of our local Branch was held on October 15, when 
Dr. Hadwen motored from Gloucester to speak. The chair was 
taken by Dr. Farquharson, of Southampton. Long reports appeared. 

SHREWSBURY. 

On September 24 Miss Kidd took the place of Mrs. Pratt, who 
was ill, as the speaker at a meeting of our local Branch, held in 
the Masonic Hall. Ex-Councillor J. Hayward presided. The 
lecture was followed by a humane play, entitled ‘‘The Professor’s 
Lecture,” which was well acted by a party of young people. The 


| meeting was reported in the Shrewsbury Chronicle. 


STALHAM. 
The Eastern Press of October 6 reported a meeting held at the 


| Town Hall, Stalham, on September 30, under the auspices of our 
_ Norwich Branch. The chair was taken by Miss Grace Sewell, 
| supported by Mrs. Henry Cooke, the Rev. E. T. A. Parker (Vicar), 


| manner with vivisection and other cruelties. 


the Rev. R. F. Gascoyne, Mr. A. J. Harvey and others. The 
speaker was Mr. Fraser Hewes, who dealt in his usual vigorous 
Mr. A. J. Harvey 


_ sang two songs, Miss Gascoyne accompanying. 


TUNBRIDGE WELLS. 
A most enthusiastic meeting was held on September 17 at Tun- 


| bridge Wells, Col. Loyd, J.P., presiding. Miss Barnett gave a 


short account of the year’s work and Mr. Roy Horniman followed 
with a stirring address. Both the local papers gave good reports. 
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HE above work, which first appeared as a serial in the “* ABOLITIONIST’ under the title of “‘ The Annals 
of the Argumentative Club,”’ is now to be published in book form by the C. W. Daniel Co. It is brought 
up-to-date and provides a complete encyclopedia of Anti-vivisection with its allied subjects. 


Eacu chapter is complete in itself—dealing with a particular disease or department of knowledge from the 
point of view of the Vivisectionist’s claims and their refutation, or with the facts of Vivisection, the conditions 
under which it is practised, the history of the movement, etc. Thus the book will exhibit to the inquirer 
problems of medicine and surgery from the standpoint of the Anti-vivisectionist in a more nearly complete 
and perfect form than has been attempted before. The arguments are presented chiefly in the form of con- 
versations which are packed with information, and the whole is worked up into the form of an interesting novel. 


Sie, SIZE AND PRICE. 


THE book will contain some fifty illustrations by the well-known artist, Mr. Arthur Moreland, and it is 
anticipated that it will reach nearly 800 pages. It will thus be a large and handsome volume, which cannot 
be produced at a sale price lower than {1 2s. 6d. It will compare well with other books issued at an even 
higher price. A more beautiful and useful Christmas or New Year’s present could hardly be suggested. 


THE DESIRED CIRCULATION. 


IT is most important that this unique volume should have a wide circulation. The subject matter being 
Anti-vivisection, it will naturally need more “‘ pushing’? than an ordinary book, and all the members and 
friends of the British Union are asked to help. We are asked often for a book giving a comprehensive view 
of our movement. This is such a book. It is also one that can be lent to any friend with confidence in its 
power to interest. Every member who can afford to buy it should possess a copy fcr this purpose. 


Further, every circulating Library must have it. This can only be secured by our friends insisting upon 
obtaining it from such Libraries. 


(1) Please will you write now an order for ‘‘The Difhculties of Dr. Deguerre,’’ accompanied by your 
cheque or postal order? The book will be published before Christmas, and a copy can be sent to you as soon 
as it is ready. 

(2) Will you, if possible, add a sum to be spent on providing extra copies as gifts to libraries ? 

(3) Will you, about Christmas time, make every endeavour to induce your local Libraries to stock this 
book, and if possible secure that they order several copies to supply a large demand? You will thus do much 
to further the Cause of Anti-vivisection. 


Maa eeeGint TGmnHe GAUSE: 


WHAT you are asked to do is but little in comparison with the magnitude of Dr. Hadwen’s gift to the 
Movement of so valuable a propagandist weapon. All profits will go to the work of the British Union. At 
the same time it must be remembered that a profit can be made only with effort. We are assured that, with 
the hearty co-operation of our members, it can be made. 


i a ORDER FORM 


ONE COPY 
Picusc senda nee ue OL, ibe Dificulies ot Dr. Deguerte,’’ by Dr. Hadwen, .}.P. 
ft GOPIES 


Soesooueao cms published. els enclose yk os) .4:..:.2....-} ees eee 
(Anything over the price of £1 2s.6d.can be used towards free presentation copies to Free Libraries, &c.) 
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BRITISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION, 32, CHARING Cross, Lonpon, S.W. 1. 


Branches of the British Union. 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. €ec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. W. 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Doris SEALy, 25, 
Weston, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH—Hon. Sec., 
BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—Hon. 
Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, CouNTESS DE RIVAS. 

Hon. Sec., Miss Crofton, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANstow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec, Miss E. OccLtesHaw, 99, Church Street. 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. HEwITT. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Epnwarp REEvES, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mr. E. Rusuton, 14, John Street. 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.-—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec.. (Vacant). 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.O.S.. 59, 
Brisbane, Australia. 

BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Treasurer, Mr. F. C. Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 
BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 

MEADE-KING, Esq. 


Mr. T. 
Foxcombe Road, 


Mrs. HOLLINDALE, 
Sec., Miss H. Ecan,. 


27, Linden Road 
23, Francis Road, 


Ann Street, 


Sec., Miss E. LowTHER, Lonsdale House, Hampton 


EDWARD | 


Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—I resident, Dr. H. Snow. Hon. 
Sec., Miss HoLwortny, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. ‘ 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir JamEs Matcotm. Hon. 


Sec., Mrs. CLEMENTS, 123, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 
BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. Hon. Sec. Capt. Burkitu (Affiliated to Manchester Branch). 
CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F.-C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 

Hon. Sec., Mr. C. Fotster, B.A., 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 
CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Sypney 
JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss Rose BEAVAN, 1, Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 
CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, 

Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. PHILLpot, 14; Park Place, Cheltenham. 
CHISWICK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 
CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERs, M.A. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REyNOoLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 
COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, C. E. Howe, Esq. 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mrs. 
F. WILson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 
CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Mrs. ABEL, 85, Calton 
Avenue, Dulwich, S.E 21,and Mr. W. E. Jay, 46, Greenside Road. Croydon. 
DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec,, Miss ALice Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 
DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE. 


DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 
EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 


Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HuMpPHREY DE 
TRAFFORD, Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Joun SuHaw, 
Imber, Pennsylvania Park, Exeter. 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss PARKER, ° Leigh,’’ Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12, 

FOLKESTONE AND HYTHE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Drxon, 
1, Bouverie Court, Folkestone. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. Pritstiey 
Prime, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. BourcuHikEr. 
Sec., Miss Dopwett KinGsrorp, 9, Eastholmi, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, N.W.11; Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. RUMBOLD, 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. C. THomas, 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. Keira MACKENZIE. 
Hon. Sec., Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street, Bengeo, near Hertford. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RorHERHAM. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. Sincer, 105, Lansdowne Place, Hove: 
Miss HARRINGTON. Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq., M.P. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDES, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENwortTHY, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Miss BLANCHE Watson. 115, Beverley Road, Hull. 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon. 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION 
Dr. HADWEN. Hon. Sec., 
Sandymount, Dublin. 


Hon. 


Sec., Miss JAMEs, 


OF VIVISECTION.—President, 
Miss Lity Carr, 18, Newgrove Avenue, 


Miss OGLEBy . 


LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Countess orf | 


AYLESFORD. Hon. 
Leamington Spa. 
LEEDS BRANCH.—President, A. MircHELL, Esq, Hon. Secs., 
Mrs. Hotmes, Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds 
LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. Manners, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 
LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. HI, 18, Astley } 
Street. Tyldesley, Lancs. 
LETCHWORTH BRANCH.—President, 


Mr. 


Rev. ALEXANDER KERR. Hon. 


Sec., Mrs. DELF, Nutfield, Icknield Way, ite cers 


Sec., Miss F. Farvon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, ) 
and | 


ROLLESTON, | 


LE WES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, MurreL COUNTESS DE LA | 


Warr Hon. Sec.(pro.tei.), Mr. A.E. BEAUMOoNT;3, Prio: y Terrace, Lewes. 
LINCOLN BRANCH.—President, Rev. J. LioneL TaAyLerR. Hon. Sec., Miss 
CrustT, 22, Winn Street, Lincoln. 
LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT 
95, Botanic Road, Edge Hill, Liverpool. 
MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —Hon. 
Southcliffe. Hornyold Road, Malvern. 


Sec., Miss R. OLDFIELD 


¥ 


BRANCH.- Hon. Sec., Mr. S. JoSCELYNE Pe 


MANCHESTER, SALFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
G. H. Pinper, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A .Mipb.eTon, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STOCKPORT 
AUXILIARY.—-President, Mrs. E. A. Rerp; Hon. Sec., Mr. J W. WARREN, 
27. Alldis Street. Great Moor, Stockport. 

MAYFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Hutu, Martin Lagee. Mayfield. 


MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, Bazit J. PARKINSON, 
Esq. Hon. Sec., Miss H. MacDouGa.ti, 60, Holmes Road, Moonee 
Ponds, Melbourne. 


‘MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —President, Rev. W. H. 


LAMBALLE. Hon. Sec. Mr. S. Brown, 53, Warwick Street, Middlesbrough. 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. See. (Vacant). 

NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CouNTESS OF 
TANKERVILLE. Hon, Sec., Mr. L.- H.C. RoDENHURST; 30, Kingswood 
Avenue, Newcastle-on- Tyne. 

NEW SOUTH WALES BRANCH.—President, Miss A. S. Burpett, Hon. 
Sec., Miss K. A, Morrisey, Wai-an, Mosman Street, Mosman, Sydney. 
NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, Rt. Hon. F. O. RoBERTs, M.P. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. RoBerts, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. Assist. 

Hon. Sec., Miss CLARKE. 

NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., 
Road, Ilfracombe. 

NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. Noe. Nowetvi. Hon. 
Miss V. D. Armitace, Hartford Manor, Northwich. 

NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRACE SEWELL. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. : 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DucHESsS OF PORTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. FRASER HEweEs, Cavelands, Chestnut Grove, Nottingham. 


Miss Wricut, Repton, Furze Hill 


Sec., 


OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RosBerrs, 100, 
Villa Road, Oldham. Li 
OXFORD BRANCH.—President, Mrs. ToynBeeE. Hon. Corresp. Sec., 


Miss Cuitrrorp, 65, Abingdon Road. 
PLYMOUTH BRANCH.—President, Miss SANDEMAN. 
Euaas, Melbury, Fernleigh Road, Plymouth. 


PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The yo 
oF Mar. Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. West 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay; Southsea. Mrs. 
PEARCE JIGGINS, 9, Culver Road, Selsey Avenue, Southsea. 

PRESTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. D. Warp, The Cottage, Gop Lane, 
Penwortham, Preston. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Cope, Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas, Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 

READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. RicHarps. Oakleigh, 
Earley, Near Reading. 

RICHMOND, SURBITON & DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Lapy KATHLEEN 
BusuHe. Hon. Sec., Mr. F. H. Boviuty, 44, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond. 

SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. BEeEr, 83, North Street, 
Wilton, near Salisbury. 

SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY (affiliated).—President. J. M. 
CROSTHWAITE, Esq. Offices, 207, West George Street, Glasgow, C. 2. 


SHEFFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss PHILuips, 8, Mylnhurst Road, 
Ecclesall, Sheffield. 


SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, Ald. T. Pace, J.P. Hon.- Sec., 
Mrs, MatrHews, Silver Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 

SKEGNESS AND SPILSBY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. WINTER. 

SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

SOUTHERN FEDERATION.—Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, 

SOUTH LONDON BRANCH.—Hon.Sec., Mr. A. BELL, 35, Rosedene Avenue, 
Streatham, S.W. 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. WEBB, Esa. 
Guapys RoBinsON, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. ‘ 


TONBRIDGE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. A. Smrru, 
Hildenborough, Kent. 


TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH. = previdaee. Capt. A. Brine. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton; Assist. Hon, 
Sec., Mrs. TyLor, 5, Old Mill Road, Chelston, Torquay, 


TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MacCausuanp. 
Sec., Miss Barnetr, M.B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. 
iliary Branches at Mayfield, Groombridge, Langton, 
Pembury and Crowborough.) 

UCKFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. WHIFFEN. 


ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEaAvER, B.D. Hoa 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 


UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.— 
President, Rev. P. H. WicksTEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALicEe 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. Josepnu. Ham 
Sec. (pro tem.), Mr. MIDDLETON, c/o Miss W. Jones, 7, Arpley Street. 
WEST AUSTRALIAN BRANCH.—President, F. W. R. HooKkER, Esq. Hon, 
Sec., Miss D. KELLy, 192, St. George’s Terrace, Perth, W. Australia. 
WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 

Pearson, Clovelly, Fermoy Road, Thorpe Bay. 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.—President, Miss RoGers. Hon. Sec., 
(pro tem.), Mr. COMER, 12, Stafford Road, Weston-super-Mare. 

WILBERFORCE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. GEORGE Kniont, 17, Wyndham 
Street, Hull, Assist. Hon, Sec., Mrs. Emity KNIGHT. 

WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH.—President, Ald. J. 
McKenzik,J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss SPENCER, 59, Bathurst Gardens, N.W.10. 

WIMBLEDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lapy TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec., (Vacant). 

WINCHESTER BRANCH.—President, E. H. BLakENEy, Esq.; M.A. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Costa, 44, Portland Terrace. Tower Street, Winchester. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
Kipson, 212, Bushbury Road, Fallings Park, Wolverhampton. 

WORCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Corresp. Sec., Miss E. 
Haywoop, Fair View, Tunnel Hill, Worcester. <i 

WORTHING BRANCH.—President, Rev. ARTHUR INGLEBY, M.A. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. Eyre Heriot, Brecon House. 203, Brighton Road, Worthing. 

WREXHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —President, Mrs. Hurron. 

YARMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, H. W. Case, Esq., 
J.P, Hon. Sec.. Mrs. Srncvarr, 13, Marine Parade, Great Yarmouth. 
Assistant Hon. Sec., Miss Last. 

YORK BRANCH,.—Hon. Sec., Miss P.M. Honckinson, 
Lane, Heworth, York. 


Hon. , Sec., Mrs. 


Hon. Sec., Miss 


Meadowbrook 


Haat 
(Aux- 
Lamberhurst, 


Sec., 


Higham, Stockton 


Printed by DEVERELL, GiBpson & Hoare, Ltd., Bread Street Hill, London, E.C. 4.—November 2, 1925. 


1 


DECEMBER, 1925. 


HF ABOLITIONIST. 
rr ee 


Ay i 
Al 


esl K | 


Contents. 


PAGE 
The Fraud of the Schick Test 


By Walter R. Hadwen, M.D., J.P. 169-170 


Epilepsy and Dog Torture ..... a vi 170 
Henry Spahlinger ... soe a a8 171-172 
Vivisection in France ... Ph 335 wo SZ 2 
‘*Dung-Hill Medicine’ ... ©... Ae Paiit Ay 2 
The Van Campaign __... ety fy. é 173 
A Strange Diphtheria Story ... Ri Ah eth S 
Notes and Comments _... ae a, 174-176 
Appeal to Members 

By Adelina B. Holmes ey er oe 177 
Correspondence Fe as Bh. a4 ei bebe, 
British Union Chronicle hy 2 178-180 


Never wastea copy of the Abolitionist 
which is a storehouse of information. 
PUBLICITY WILL END VIVISECTION. 


Published by 


THE BRITISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION 


(The British Antt- 


Vivisection Soctety} 


~ ABOLITION, WESTRAND, 
LONboN.” 
32, CHARING 
CROSS, S.W_1 


Telephone 
REGENT 2546, 


ee 
Alli: 


< % : = ‘i e , 
iT Dae 
aT eg 


‘ 
CHAS WFARLEY,,, 


No. 12.—Vol. XXVI. PRICE 2d. 


Telegrams: ‘‘'ABOLITION, WESTRAND, LONDON.”’ Telephone: REGENT, 2546. 


Che British Union for Abolition of Vivisection. 


(THE BRITISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.) 


Z 
FOUNDRESS PRESIDENT AND HON. SECRETARY: 
FRANCES POWER COBBE. WALTER R, HADWEN, J.P., M.D., L.R.C.P., MRC) Se, LeSsA areca 
Hon. Treasurer: rp Chairman Central Committee: Bankers: 
Rt. Hon. Viscount HARBERTON. ekcnh ee et. Rt. Hon. Viscount HARBERTON, LLOYDS BANK, Lr»., 
Rt. Hon, Viscount Seg ae 6, Pall Mall, S.W, 
ar Mrs. A. MURIET ROSCOE. Parliamentary Representative: 
Hon. poltcstons Dr. W. R. HADWEN. : Secretary: 
E. HEYS JONES, Esq: Lt.-Com. the Hon. J. M@. KENWORTHY, M. P. Miss BEATRICE E. KIDD. 
Ail Communications should be addressed to the Secretary, 32, Charing Cross, London, S.W. 1. 
VICE-PRESIDENTS: 

H.S.H. Princess LUDWIG VON LOWEN.- The Viscount HARBERTON. Countess de RIVAS. 

STEIN-WERTHEIM (Lady Ann Savile). The Lord LANGFORD. Baroness DE KNOOP. 
The Marchioness LOMELLINI DI TABARCA, The Lord TENTERDEN. Judge ATHERLEY JONES. 
The Earl of TANKERVILLE. The Lady TENTERDEN. JOHN LEWIS, Esq. 
The Countess of TANKERVILLE. The Lady WIMBORNE. ARNOLD LUPTON, Esq. 
The Countess of AYLESFORD. The Lady BATTERSBA. | Mrs. ROSCOE. 
The Countess of DUNRAVEN. The Lady DUNBOYNE. | HAROLD WHISTON, Esa. 
Emma, Countess of RAVENSWORTH. | The Lady ROSMEAD. | J. FREDERICK GREEN, Esq. 
The Viscountess BANGOR. The Lady KATHLEEN BUSHE. | H. G. CHANCELLOR, Esq. 
The Viscountess BOLINGBROKE. 

PARLIAMENTARY VICE-~PRESIDENTS: 
C. G. AMMON, Esgq., M.P. J. H. HUDSON, Esgq., M.P. | Rt. Hon. PHILIP SNOWDEN, M.P. 
F. A. BROAD, Esgq., M.P. Lt.-Com. the Hon. J. M KENWORTHY, M.P. T. W. STAMFORD, Esa., M.P. 
Rt. Hon. J. R. CLYNES, M.P. B. KENYON, Esgq., M.P. J. E. SUTTON, Esq., M.P. 
J. COMPTON, Esq,, M.P. | GEORGE LANSBURY, Esq., M.P. Rt. Hon. J. H. THOMAS, M.P. 
R. J. DAVIES, Esq., M.P. | Rt. Hon. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD, M.P. TREVELYAN THOMSON, Esq., M.P. 
C. DUNCAN, Esq., M.P. . S. MARCH. Esq., M.P. S. P. VIANT, Esq., M.P. 
J. H. HAYES, Esq., M.P. J. POTTS, Esq., M.P. G. H. WARNE, Esq., M.P. 
Rt. Hon. A. HENDERSON, M.P. | E. SCRYMGEOUR, Esq., M.P. 
HONORARY MEMBERS: 

Mrs. THOMSON, Dame KENNERLEY RUMFORD (Clara Butt). Rev, F. B. MEYER, B.A. 
Sir A, E. PEASE, Bart. Mrs. KITCHIN. WALTER R. HADWEN, Esq., M.D., J.P. 
Miss CARRINGTON., Miss DOLORES DRUMMOND. GERALD C. MABERLY, Esqa., M.A., LL.B. 


Madame LILLI LEHMANN. | 


WHAT IS VIVISECTION. | POLICY OF THE BRITISH UNION. 


bale : : ; ; J , To oppose Vivisection absolutely and entirely, and to 
Vivisection means experimenting upon live animals | demand its total prohibition by law without attempts at 
by means of cutting operations, starving, feeding with | 


; > | compromise of any kind. | 
| loathsome substances in order to produce disease, inocu- 


lations, freezing, drowning, &c. These practices have THE LAST WORDS OF ITS FOUNDRESS. — 
led to no useful results in the interests of medicine or ‘‘ To those of my readers who may desire to contribute 
surgery, but have brought about confusion and contra- | to the Anti-vivisection Cause, and who haye shared my 
diction, dangerous medical practices, and a deplorable | views on it as set forth in my numberless pamphlets and 
waste of public money, to the neglect of truly ameliorative | letters, and to those specially who, like myself, intend to 
measures. Vivisection is in the hands of a small bequeath money to carry on the war against scientific 
but influential body of men, who must be carefully cruelty, I now earnestly say, as my final counsel, 
distinguished from doctors, few of whom have any | “SUPPORT THE BRITISH UNION.” 
acquaintance with it. | Autobtography of F, P. COBBE. 


FORM OF BEQUEST. 


To those who may be inclined to become Benefactors by Will to this Society the following form is respectfully suggested :— 


[N.B.—The term ‘‘ British” is absolutely essential ; and to secure the fulfilment of the testator’s wishes it is advisable to 
add the address as well as the name of the Society. ] 


By virtue of the Act of 1 Victoria, cap. 26, all Wills and Codicils must be in writing, signed by the Testator, and attested 
by two witnesses in the presence of the Testator and of each other. ; 


TERMS OF MEMBERSHIP. 


Life Members, £5. Annual Members. !0s. and upwards. Associates, 5s. 
Subscription to THE ABOLITIONIST, 2s. 6d. per annum, post free. 


THE 


ABOLITIONIST. 


THE JOURNAL OF 
The British Union for Abolition of Vivisection. 


(THE BRITISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.) 


Offices: 32, CHARING CROSS, LONDON, S.W. 1. 


Secretary: Miss BEATRICE E. HIDD. 


No. 12. Vor. XXVI.] 


«4 oe 
i 5 os Ape: BE 
“a PA ca 
& 


\ / 


THE FRAUD OF THE 


DECEMBER 1, 1925. 


PRIiCBeZd: 


NoTES AND COMMENTS 174-176 


TEST 169-170 The late Queen Alexandra; Dr. Hadwen’s 
SCHICK Book; The Social; Annual Meetings; 
even Horse-race in Portugal; Mr. Middleton 
EpILEPSy AND Doc TORTURE 170 and anInsurance Society; Diphtheria, 
' Drains and Cats; Germ Carriers; Vaccine 
HENRY SPAHLINGER 171-172 for Typhoid; Gloucester Questionnaire; 
r iyphoid : 
Vienna forbids Inoculation; A Reluctant 
VIVISECTION IN FRANCE .. so Vivisector; The Church and Vivisection ; 
Instead of Insulin; Smallpox Scare in 
“ Dunc-Hitt MEDICINE” 172 Speticid: 
| APPEAL TO MEMBERS 177 
THE VAN CAMPAIGN 173 | CorRESPONDENCE 177 Cn RN 
= : =f GUA‘ Pees eee 
A STRANGE DIPHTHERIA STORY 173 | BritisH UNION CHRONICLE 178-180 ees. Lh ora 3 
webs % uf is 
SS ee —- = = “Oh %,, a * 


THE FRAUD OF THE “SCHICK 


TEST.” 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, M.D., J.P. 


HE “‘Schick Test’? for the diagnosis of diph- | 


theria was invented by Professor Schick, of 

Munich, in 1913, and every effort has been 

made by commercial interests during the last 

five years to bring it into universal use in Great Britain. 
Inspired paragraphs have appeared repeatedly in the 

_ dublic Press, and subtle suggestions have been made 


again and again, to the effect that every child in this | 
country should be “‘tested”’ in order to ascertain whether | 


or not it is liable to contract diphtheria, and, if liable, 
to inoculate it immediately with a so-called prophylactic, 
1.€., protective against an attack. 

Early in the year 1922, the Ministry of Health published 


a Special Report on the ‘‘Schick Test,”? in which Medical | 


Officers of the Department wisely confessed that “‘no 


attempt at a general immunization of the infant popula- | 


tion would be feasible, even if considered advisable.” 


But this has not deterred the great commercial firms of | 


manufacturing chemists from trying to force the hands 
of the Ministry. 


The “Schick Test” consists of an injection of the 
alleged “‘toxin’’—t.e., poison—of diphtheria under the 
skin in such a way that the point of the needle, after 
being inserted into a fold of the skin, is brought up 
towards its surface, where it becomes plainly visible; 
the “toxin”’ is then forced between the layers of the outer 
skin. If a local rash supervenes, the child is said to be 
liable to contract diphtheria; if there is no rash, it is 
declared to be “immune.” 

There is no originality about this “‘discovery.”’ The 
mind of Professor Schick, like that of von Behring, upon 
whose unproved theories the “Schick Test’? was based, 
is obsessed (as was M. Pasteur), with the legend of the 
Gloucestershire dairymaids, which Edward Jenner intro- 
duced to the medical profession as a scientific fact one 
hundred and thirty years ago. Ifa person was vaccinated 
with cowpox matter and it “took,” he was supposed to 
have been liable to smallpox; if the cowpox matter did 
not take, he was supposed to be naturally immune. 

The fallacy of this was abundantly demonstrated in the 
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smallpox epidemic of Gloucester in 1896, when 62 persons 
who had been unsuccessfully vaccinated contracted the 
disease. 

The ‘*‘ Schick Test” method is the same as for vaccination, 
only instead of scraping off the upper layers of epidermis 
and rubbing in the cowpox matter, the Schick disciples 
force a needle upwards from below and so reach the same 
point as the disciples of Jenner. The plan of the latter 
is simpler and less painful. 

Now, Jenner claimed that cowpox was really smallpox— 
he called it “‘ Variole Vaccine,” 7.e., smallpox of the cow, 
but he made no attempt to justify the absurd title. 
Pasteur, however, so thoroughly accepted it that he 
expressed a wish that /e could find other animal diseases 
analagous to human diseases, so that they might be im- 
planted one after the other as prophylactics into the 
human system! The French chemist solved the difficulty 
of finding animal diseases that corresponded to human 
diseases, by inventing the germ theory of disease 
—‘a germ is a disease and a disease is a germ”— 
and by cultivating what he supposed were the causal 
organisms of disease and attenuating an emulsion of them 
to a mild strength, he framed the modern plan of inocula- 
tion, of which the Schick test and its accompanying 
prophylactic are the outcome. 

jenner’s object was to produce a vesicle, around which 
appeared a rose-red ring of erysipelas. He declared that 
no vesicle was genuine where erysipelas was absent. 
He was so convinced that vaccination and erysipelas 
were practically interchangeable terms, that he said he 
had obtained a true vaccine vesicle from matter taken 
from an erysipelatous swelling upon the upper part of 
the thigh of a young sucking colt! 

The whole scheme of Professor Schick is to achieve a 
similar object. He injects what he calls the diphtheritic 
toxin—an emulsion of “‘diphtheritic germs’’—to see if it 
produces a “‘blush”’ upon the skin (occasionally it forms a 
vesicle likewise); if the “‘blush” appears, more toxin 
(diluted with antitoxin) is injected, under the Jennerian 
idea that a constitutional diphtheria will result, and the 
patient will become immune to an attack of the genuine 
disease. 


Thus at every stage Professor Schick follows closely on 
the lines of the Jennerian folklore. 


Now, that “blush”? which is produced is nothing more 
nor less than the blush of erysipelas. So far from its 
being an evidence of liability to diphtheria, cowpox, or 
any other condition of disease, it is merely the accompani- 
ment of an epidermal wound poisoned by foul matter. 
Trousseau long ago enunciated the view that “‘in all 
cases of erysipelas, some wound or other can be found— 
a scratch, or abraded pimple, or other slight lesion of 
the skin.” 


In short, the ‘‘Schick Test”? is not a scientific fest at 
all. It bears no relation whatever to diphtheria. It 
just signifies that the superficial layers of skin have been 
deliberately wounded and poisoned with impure matter, 
resulting in an attack of erysipelas of varying degrees 
of severity. . 

Where there is so-called “immunity,” 7.e., where no 
‘“‘erysipelatous blush” ensues, this result is dependent to 
a large extent upon the nature of the skin itself, and its 
powers of resistance. It is officially admitted that there 
have been many cases of diphtheria occurring in persons 
said to be immune, just as there have been thousands of 
cases of smallpox in persons where vaccination did not 
ake a 

Serious results, as one might expect from the nature of 
the process, have occurred in every country where the 
‘Schick Test”? has been tried; and the use of the “‘pro- 
phylactic” that follows the ‘test’? has been accompanied 
by fatalities all over the world, so that in Austria it has 
recently been forbidden. In America, the “Schick 
Test” itself is being discarded, because of its misleading 
nature and the serious erysipelatous eruptions and 
other consequences it has caused. 

And just as vaccination has failed to protect against 
smallpox, so the diphtheria prophylactic has failed to 
protect against diphtheria. In the St. Louis Children’s 
Hospital, Dr. Moody records that diphtheria developed 
among the patients in two to four weeks after they had 
been rendered “immune.” 


The whole system is a Scientific Fraud. 


Epilepsy and Dog Corture. 


[Te Press reported during the last week in October | 


that Dr. Speransky and Professor Pavloff ‘‘have 
announced their discovery of a cure for epilepsy.” 


We quote from the Manchester Despatch of October 30:— | 


“Dr. Speransky has ascertained by experiments that an animal | 


organism is able to produce a special poison called altotoxin 
when part of the brains of animals are artificially congealed. 


“This poison causes convulsions and fits, but by inoculating it | 


in a healthy body the body becomes immune to convulsions. 


and Dr. Speransky claims that the same cure can be applied to 
human beings.” 


Here we have the following facts. 
certain parts of their brains congealed; this would mean 


| 


? 


alleged ‘‘altotoxin.”” Next, other dogs were inoculated 
with something taken from the first dogs, and it was 
found that they were “immune to convulsions.” This 
means that efforts were made to produce convulsions in 
them—we wonder how. Undoubtedly, much suffering 


/ was involved. 


An official of the National Hospital for Paralysis and 


| Epilepsy told a Daily Despatch representative :— 


“Experiments so far carried out on dogs have proved satisfactory, | 


“It is easy to give an animal convulsions, but the difficulty all 


| along has been to discover something that will make them immune 


First, dogs had | 


an operation and the subsequent withdrawal’ of the | 


from them.”’ 

Giving dogs convulsions is clearly a matter of routine, 
with which our British hospital authorities are quite 
conversant. 
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THE FRAUD OF THE 


By WALTER R. HADWEN, 


‘* SCHICK 


BES T.s 


M.D., J.P. 


HE “Schick Test” for the diagnosis of diph- 


theria was invented by Professor Schick, of | 
in 1913, and every effort has been | 


Munich, 

made by commercial interests during the last 

five years to bring it into universal use in Great Britain. 
Inspired paragraphs have appeared repeatedly in the 
public Press, and subtle suggestions have been made 
again and again, to the effect that every child in this 
country should be “‘tested”’ in order to ascertain whether 
or not it is liable to contract diphtheria, and, if liable, 
to eaeke it immediately with a so-called prophylactic, 

, protective against an attack. 

“Barly 3 in the year 1922, the Ministry of Health published 

a Special Report on the ‘“‘Schick Test,”? in which Medical 
Officers of the Department wisely confessed that ‘“‘no 


attempt at a general immunization of the infant popula- | 


tion would be feasible, even if considered advisable.” 
But this has not deterred the great commercial firms of 
manufacturing chemists from trying to force the hands 
of the Ministry. 


The “Schick Test” consists of an injection of the 
alleged ‘‘toxin’’—z1.e., poison—of diphtheria under the 
skin in such a way that the point of the needle, after 
being inserted into a fold of the skin, is brought up 
towards its surface, where it becomes plainly visible; 
the “‘toxin”’ is then forced between the layers of the outer 
skin. If a local rash supervenes, the child is said to be 


liable to contract diphtheria; if there is no rash, it is 
declared to be ‘‘immune.”’ 
There is no originality about this ‘‘discovery.” The 


mind of Professor Schick, like that of von Behring, upon 
whose unproved theories the “‘Schick Test’? was based, 
is obsessed (as was M. Pasteur), with the legend of the 
Gloucestershire dairymaids, which Edward Jenner intro- 
duced to the medical profession as a scientific fact one 
hundred and thirty years ago. Ifa person was vaccinated 
with cowpox matter and it “took,’’ he was supposed to 
have been liable to smallpox; if the cowpox matter did 
not take, he was supposed to be naturally immune. 
The fallacy of this was abundantly demonstrated in the 
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smallpox epidemic of Gloucester in 1896, when 62 persons 
who had been unsuccessfully vaccinated contracted the 
disease. 

The “‘ Schick Test”? method is the same as for vaccination, 
only instead of scraping off the upper layers of epidermis 
and rubbing in the cowpox matter, the Schick disciples 
force a needle upwards from below and so reach the same 
point as the disciples of Jenner. The plan of the latter 
is simpler and less painful. 

Now, Jenner claimed that cowpox was really smallpox— 
he called it ‘“‘ Variole Vaccine,” 7.¢., smallpox of the cow, 
but he made no attempt to justify the absurd title. 
Pasteur, however, so thoroughly accepted it that he 
expressed a wish that ie could find other animal diseases 
analagous to human diseases, so that they might be im- 
planted one after the other as prophylactics into the 
human system! The French chemist solved the difficulty 
of finding animal diseases that corresponded to human 
diseases, by inventing the germ theory of disease 
—‘a germ is a disease and a disease is a germ’— 
and by cultivating what he supposed were the causal 
organisms of disease and attenuating an emulsion of them 
to a mild strength, he framed the modern plan of inocula- 
tion, of which the Schick test and its accompanying 
prophylactic are the outcome. 

jJenner’s object was to produce a vesicle, around which 
appeared a rose-red ring of erysipelas. He declared that 
no vesicle was genuine where erysipelas was absent. 
He was so convinced that vaccination and erysipelas 
were practically interchangeable terms, that he said he 
had obtained a true vaccine vesicle from matter taken 
from an erysipelatous swelling upon the upper part of 
the thigh of a young sucking colt! 

The whole scheme of Professor Schick is to achieve a 
similar object. He injects what he calls the diphtheritic 
toxin—an emulsion of “‘diphtheritic germs’’—to see if it 
produces a ‘‘ blush” upon the skin (occasionally it forms a 
vesicle likewise); if the “blush” appears, more toxin 
(diluted with antitoxin) is injected, under the Jennerian 
idea that a constitutional diphtheria will result, and the 
patient will become immune to an attack of the genuine 
disease. 


Thus at every stage Professor Schick follows closely on 
the lines of the Jennerian folklore. 

Now, that “‘blush’’ which is produced is nothing more 
nor less than the blush of erysipelas. So far from its 
being an evidence of liability to diphtheria, cowpox, or 
any other condition of disease, it is merely the accompani- 
ment of an epidermal wound poisoned by foul matter. 
Trousseau long ago enunciated the view that “in all 
cases of erysipelas, some wound or other can be found— 
a scratch, or abraded pimple, or other slight lesion of 
the skin.” 


In short, the ‘“‘Schick Test” is not a scientific fest at 
all. It bears no relation whatever to diphtheria. It 
just signifies that the superficial layers of skin have been 
deliberately wounded and poisoned with impure matter, 
resulting in an attack of erysipelas of varying degrees 
of severity. 

Where there is so-called ‘‘immunity,” ¢.e., where no 
‘‘erysipelatous blush” ensues, this result is dependent to 
a large extent upon the nature of the skin itself, and its 
powers of resistance. It is officially admitted that there 
have been many cases of diphtheria occurring in persons 
said to be immune, just as there have been thousands of 
cases of smallpox in persons where vaccination did not 
“take ;”’ 

Serious results, as one might expect from the nature of 
the process, have occurred in every country where the 
‘Schick Test”? has been tried; and the use of the “ pro- 
phylactic” that follows the “‘test’’ has been accompanied 
by fatalities all over the world, so that in Austria it has 
recently been forbidden. In America, the ‘Schick 
Test” itself is being discarded, because of its misleading 
nature and the serious erysipelatous eruptions and 
other consequences it has caused. 

And just as vaccination has failed to protect against 
smallpox, so the diphtheria prophylactic has failed to 
protect against diphtheria. In the St. Louis Children’s 
Hospital, Dr. Moody records that diphtheria developed 
among the patients in two to four weeks after they had 
been rendered “immune.” 


The whole system is a Scientific Fraud. 


Epilepsy and Dog Corture. 


HE Press reported during the last week in October 
that Dr. Speransky and Professor Pavloff “‘have 


announced their discovery of a cure for epilepsy.” | 


We quote from the Manchester Despatch of October 30 :— 


organism is able to produce a special poison called altotoxin 
when part of the brains of animals are artificially congealed. 
“This poison causes convulsions and fits, but by inoculating it 
in a healthy body the body becomes immune to convulsions. 
“Experiments so far carried out on dogs have proved satisfactory, 
and Dr. Speransky claims that the same cure can be applied to 
human beings.” 
Here we have the following facts. 


alleged ‘‘altotoxin.’’ Next, other dogs were inoculatéd 
with something taken from the first dogs, and it was 


found that they were ‘immune to convulsions.” This 


_ means that efforts were made to produce convulsions in 
“Dr. Speransky has ascertained by experiments that an animal | 


them—we wonder how. 
was involved. 
An official of the National Hospital for Paralysis and 


Undoubtedly, much suffering 


_ Epilepsy told a Daily Despatch representative :— 


“Tt is easy to give an animal convulsions, but the difficulty all 
along has been to discover something that will make them immune 


| from them.” 


First, dogs had | 


certain parts of their brains congealed; this would mean | 


an operation and the subsequent withdrawal of the 


Giving dogs convulsions is clearly a matter of routine, 
with which our British hospital authorities are quite 
conversant. 
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THE VIVISECTOR WHO 


HE Spahlinger stunt is reaching a , 
| pitch of hysteria which alone is 
sufficient to discredit it. 
| sional journalists are obviously 
| engaged for propaganda, their task | 
being to cast a glamour of romance | 


ing 


over the personality of this push- | 


object is to obtain funds in order 
to purchase 
(which is fitted up as a bacterio- 
logical laboratory) and to lease 
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HENRY SPAHLINGER. 


“As for Spahlinger, he is all 
kindness. He has such a horror 
of hurting any living thing 
that he will not even pluck a 
flower. It was the cruelty of 
vivisection which drove him, 
after studying for three years, 
| to renounce the idea of becom- 
ing a doctor and led him to 
become a barrister. But 
research work attracted him 
so irresistibly that he sacrificed 
his position at the bar and 
began his self-imposed task 
in his now famous laboratory.” 


Profes- 


Swiss bacteriologist. The 


Spahlinger’s house | 
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“WILL NOT PLUCK A FLOWER.” 


“Spahlinger . . . claims to 
have succeeded in separating 
19 different toxins which play 
their part in tuberculosis... . 
Spahlinger claims definitely to 
have proved it by injecting 
them singly into guinea-pigs. 
The poisons have thereupon 
reproduced their symptoms in 
the animals, the toxin respon- 
sible for caseation in the lung 
in man reproducing caseation 
in the guinea-pig; that which 
causes wasting in man bringing 
about wasting in the guinea- 


it to him at a nominal sum. [If his 


| claim to be able to cure consumption | 
' is well substantiated, this ought | 


to be known above all in Switzer- , 
land, where the laboratory is situated, and the Swiss | 
Government is clearly the one that should be appealed to | 


when he needs assistance. 
and Wales are clamouring for the British Government to 


Yet foolish people in England — but does not mind inducing all the symptoms of disease 


save this “* Heaven-sent genius,”’ as he was enthusiastically | 
described at a meeting in the Rhondda Valley which | 


was reported in the South Wales Datly News of November 5. 
SPAHLINGER RHAPSODIES. 

The Welsh are an emotional people, and this may be 
the reason why they seem to be chiefly selected to listen 
to these rhapsodies. They were informed at Tonypandy 
that Spahlinger “not only successfully combats tuber- 
culosis, but he will also find the means of combating other 
diseases if we find the means for him to do so.”’ 


pig and so on... The pus 

from this boil (2.e., one arti- 

ficially raised in a cow) killed 

seven guinea-pigs of acute 

tuberculosis in seven weeks.” 

So we have a picture of the tender-hearted scientist 
who cannot bear to separate a flower stalk from its root, 


in animals, or killing guinea-pigs by a process lasting 
seven weeks! The touch about the flowers must surely 
convince everybody that Spahlinger’s admirers are, in 


_ vulgar parlance, ‘‘piling it on a bit too thick.” 


Mr. Masters’ article is profusely illustrated, and we 
have a portrait of his hero walking between two chim- 
panzees, holding each by the tail. This picture has the 
impudent inscription 
“The Scientist takes a walk with his Pet Chimpanzees.” 
His pets! What other purpose can Spahlinger have in 


| keeping chimpanzees, save that of inoculating them with 


No “if” or “‘perhaps’”’ or ‘““D.V.” about the matter, | 


be it observed—‘ HE WILL!”’ 


Spahlinger seems almost too good for a dweller on this | 


earth, as we shall presently show. But dissertations on 


his genius and his goodness having failed so far to pro- | 
duce the money, a new stunt is being started. This | 
consists of an appeal to pity on the ground of his health. | 


He is alleged to be seriously overworking himself, and 
Mr. R. Coulburn Lovell, the speaker at the Tonypandy 
meeting, apparently aimed at bringing a lump into the 
throats of his sympathetic audience by the dramatic 
announcement that “‘he was compelled to return to 
Geneva on Saturday [this was Wednesday] in consequence 
of the serious condition of Mr. Spahlinger’s health.” 
Perhaps he hoped to carry with him an elixir in the shape 
of the assurance of permanent endowment, which might 
enable the sufferer to recover. 

Needless to say, Dr. Saleeby is one of those engaged in 
booming Spahlinger. So is Mr. David Masters, who has 
just written a book full of fallacies called The Conquest 
of Disease. Both of these writers allege, as others have 
done before them, that Spahlinger is an opponent of 
vivisection. Apparently the case is so desperate that 
even the anti-vivisectionists must be placated, on the 
chance that some of them may care to endow this wonder- 
ful young man who has to look to another country than 
his own for support, but who, it is alleged, sends back 
cheques for £4,000 presented to him by grateful patients. 

The audacity of the presentation of Spahlinger as an 
anti-vivisectionist almost takes away one’s breath! 
Here are two paragraphs culled from an article by Mr. 
Masters in the World of To-day for November. We will 
place them side by side :-— 


human tuberculosis? 

Dr. Saleeby (‘‘Lens’’ of the Spectator) writes :— 

“*He is one of those men who have a natural, paternal 
affection for the lower animals—to see him with his 
chimpanzees, or his horses, on his farm is an education 
and a delight—and he was utterly sickened by certain 
vivisection experiments which he had to witness.” 

It is a new thing to find a spokesman for the Research 
Defence Society admitting that any vivisection can be 
‘“‘sickening.’? But how can a man be supposed to have a 
“paternal” relation towards animals whom he deliberately 
infects with disease? What idea of fatherhood is this? 

THE SPAHLINGER TREATMENT. 

Spahlinger’s inoculation will go the way of all the 
tuberculins. Only in a decadent age of medicine could 
it be seriously supposed that the way to fight a human 
disease is to inoculate 22 horses (preferably black horses, 
perhaps on the same principle which led to the witches’ 
choice of black cats) with different poisons and draw off 
their blood, mix it, and thus produce material to inject 
into people. The artificiality of the whole scheme is 
its own condemnation. But its acceptance would provide 
plenty of occupation for bacteriologists, and plenty of 
funds for the manufacturers. And their ambitions in 
this direction would seem to be unlimited, for in Mr. 
Masters’ article appears the suggestion that “all the 
calves in the United Kingdom”’ should receive preventive 
treatment, to say nothing of human beings! 

The following is the testimony of Dr. J. W. Linnell, 
as a result of his experiences at St. George’s Hospital 
(Lancet, October 31, 1925) :-— 


“The Spahlinger treatment was tried on specially selected 
cases. Inno pulmonary case did pdsitive sputum become negative; 


172 


there was no convincing evidence of improvement of lupus after 
three months’ treatment. Surgical cases were equally disappoint- 
ing. The healing of the ulcer occurred, but the intact nodules 
were unaffected. This would be noteworthy were it not equally 
well attained by the injection of either mixed-infection vaccines 
or peptones.” 

This very experienced physician gave an equally bad 
report of other vaccines, “all of which hehad investigated,” 


and added that ‘‘he agreed with an eminent bacteriologist 
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who had recently stated that nothing further could be 
expected from vaccine therapy.” 

Fortunately, the whole of our race is not so gullible as 
some people would desire. Writes Mr. Masters:— 


“It seems that we are suffering from what might be called a 
wide-spread agnosticism.” 


In these days of Press advertisement disguising itself 
as interesting and valuable news, we need it. 


Vivisection 


reproduce the following from the 
Open Door, of New York. It is 
a translation from L’Intran- 
siggant. When we read it, we 
experienced a feeling of surprise 
that such callous cruelty as is 
described could be indulged in 
by vivisectors in the presence of 
a stranger. But we are assured by 
Madame de Silva, of the Ligue 
Populaire Contre la Vivisection, 
Paris, that “‘there is no difficulty 
in Paris for a journalist to go into the laboratories. The 
students are not particular who looks on.” She adds, 
*‘T sent one of our members to Richet’s Hell on the Rue 
St. Germain. She saw all the vivisections in each labora- 
tory. You have only to say you have lost a dog, and 
the Commissaire gives you a card of admission.” 

This seems to suggest callousness on the part of the 
French public; or rather, the vivisector’s assumption 
of their callousness. In England, every effort would be 
made to conceal such a state of things as the following 
narrative reveals. But it may be that the very openness 
with which vivisection is carried on in France is what 
has led to the recent extraordinary outburst of indignation 
against it. Letters from doctors have appeared in 
L’Intransigéant, asserting that anesthetics are often not 
used in operations on animals, and deploring the fact. 

A PARIS LABORATORY. 
By MAURICE MONTABRE. 
(Courtesy L’Inivansigéant.) 


Vivisection is the great question of the day; so be it! 

I have been to visit the laboratory of Prof. Richet at the Faculty 
of Medicine. Following a long distance under an arcade, there 
was a dark passage to traverse; then a wide door and another 
passage to a large room; there it was at last. It is well isolated, 
this citadel of vivisection. No danger that the howling of the 
dogs, which is heard here, will be noticed by people passing in 
the street 


** Dung-bill 


T was the late Sir Benjamin Ward Richardson who thus | 
designated the type of medicine which he saw comings | 
Itis | 


into fashion ; namely, the inoculation treatment. 
not a pretty term, and we do not like to draw attention 
to the most repulsive features of this modern cult, which 
is the pride of the Research Defence Society. But it is 
necessary to instruct an ignorant public as to the origin 
of the mysterious substances injected into their bodies; 


many, who take such treatments on faith, would express | 


amazement and incredulity if their doctors enlightened 
them. 
We heard the other day of a young lady who went to 


Harrogate to be treated for rheumatism. A course of the | 


in France. 


There were large oblong tables; no chairs; one does not come 
here tositdown. My first impression was this: a strange moaning 
which at first I could not place; a prolonged cry—human? animal ? 
A cry of intense distress, of anguish. Sometimes, the tones 
seemed to mount in a sorry scale until they vibrated in a tremolo 
that might have sounded comical in any other situation. 

I then perceived a dark, rigid form on one of the tables; it wasa 
dog; it was fastened down by each paw and at the head; the 
abdomen was opened. 

Beside the table stood two men tranquilly conversing. The 
first one looked as though he might have been a capable clerk, 
perhaps; the second had a heavy shock of rebellious hair which 
fell over his forehead; at a sally of his colleague he burst out 
laughing. Both were dressed in long white blouses. 

At the end of the room a stairway led to the second story, to 
the private study of Prof. Richet; he does no operating himself, 
now. 

ok x ae * * 


The dog moaned no longer! Fainted? Dead? I do not 
know; his body was carried away. 

The two men came back holding a large dog in their arms; 
they placed it on a table and it wagged its tail politely, looking 
fixedly at the two men. 

They fastened him down on one side; he submitted meekly, 
continuing to wag his tail; for his honest soul could not suspect 
that the men in whom he felt confidence, would do him harm. 

But now the steel instruments came into play; with scissors 
they cut off the thick hair around the dog’s breast at the neck, 
then over the kidneys until the skin was bared; the bistouri 
was then plunged in. 

This was, indeed, not the first time that I had been in a vivi- 
section laboratory; but all the same my heart thumped violently 
and my face was wet with clammy perspiration; I had to turn 
away. 

When I looked again, one of the men was tying up the oesophagus 
of the dog with a knitted string; then he replaced the tube in 
the throat, which he sewed together again. 

The other had made a bloody hole in the back of the animal through 
which he was trying to bring out a kidney; the hole was not large 
enough, so the vivisector put the index finger of each hand in the 
cavity and tove the flesh with all his strength until the kidney was 
finally exposed. 

The dog made great efforts to move and break away; 
it groaned and moaned. 

I do not know what followed; I had to leave. 


And how many other abuses are going on? 


in vain 


WMedicine.’’ 


usual baths and drinking was prescribed, but this appar- 
ently did not satisfy the medical man in charge of the case. 
He injected into her her own urine and feces; and then, 
asserting that her own urine did not contain sufficient 
poison germs, he obtained that of another person to add 
thereto. This treatment the lady is still, we believe, 
continuing at home, under the charge of a different 
doctor. She admits to feeling very ill, but apparently, 
like many other trustful people, is willing to let 
inoculation-mad theorists experiment upon her as they will. 

We apologise to our readers for dealing with the matter 
so plainly. Nothing could show better the unhygienic 
nature of laboratory medicine. 


he 
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THE VAN CAMPAIGN. 


“A, N spite of cold and sometimes 
i wet weather, the Van Campaign 
still continues. Mr. Maurice 
Toms, who worked all through 
the summer, is taking a well- 
earned holiday, but Mr. Dimond 
Hogg has had the Western and 
Midland Counties’ Van at Bath 
and Cheltenham, and_ has 
obtained excellent results. The 
following donations have to be acknowledged since 
our last issue. 


ave Soe Cs 
Collier, Mrs. E. A. 010 0 
Cottew, G. R., Esq. O27 500 
Lowthrop, Miss E. oe 010 0 
Maberly, G. C., Esq., M. ie 10 0 0 
Manners, Miss F. Gis. a4 ‘de 1 0 0 
Pope, J. R., Esq., J.P. (transferred) = LOW 0/70 
Remington, Miss E. N. a = Om ow 0 
Stephens, Miss M. L. = es yO 250 O 
Turner, Mrs. G.M. . NE ane se De ay 
White, Miss L. Ue Gh 
Previously collected 461 5 3 
484 15 3 

Less a total of £35 transferred to Western 
and Midland Counties ys be oe Rw AU LD 
Total .. 449 15 3 


FOR THE WESTERN AND MIDLAND COUNTIES’ VAN. 
(Collected by Miss Ogleby Davies.) 
£ 


Bristol Branch .. 

Bristol Branch . de . oo 

Worcester Branch Sl 

(The last donation of £10 from Worcester 
should have been entered as from Miss 
Crawford.) 

J. R. Pope, Esq. Ae 2 ack from Head - 
quarters) ; eal 

Bishop, — , Esq. 

Boulton, Mrs. : 


S._d: 
5 0 0 
als) 
0 0 O 


ooo 
NHNS 
ooo 


mS. a. 
Bourne, Mrs., and Miss Elsie Wilkins .. 1 00 
Playle, Mrs. ae ome 22 
Thomas, Miss *, he we O82" 6 
Previously acknowledged BE Je 123) Sa 
Total £169 12 6 

FOR THE MANCHESTER VAN. 


A Friend (per Miss Fairgrieve) 
Armitage, The Misses 
“Animal Lover” 

a ae Mrs. 

Briggs, C. Rawdon, Esq. 
Egerton, Mrs. at, a 
Fairgrieve, Miss M. (Liverpool) 
Fairgrieve, Miss C, (Liverpool) 

Hewitt, Miss L. 

Henry, The Misses (Southpor t) 
Higginson, A., Esq. (Preston) 

Knott, Mrs. 55 7: ae 

Lowe, Mrs. C. H. 

“Little Billie” 

“Mary” .. ye Ee a 

Myers, Miss A. (Liverpool) .. 

Price, Miss E. (Wrexham) 

Provis, Mrs. E. D. 33 

Mossup, Mrs. 

Reid, Miss A. .. ms 
Ranford, Miss, and Brother (Liverpool) rs 
Radcliffe, Miss B. (Southport) ; 
Robins, Christopher, Esq. (Liverpool) 
Sabbiner, Miss (Preston) x 
Sever, Mrs. John 

Shaw, Mrs. A. E. : Gh ore 
“Strays” (Anti -vivisection).. an .- 10 
Thompson, —., Esq. .. ae ; 
Tipper, Miss (Liverpool) 

Wrigley, Mrs. Lilian . 

Wood, Mrs. A. B. 

Williams, Mrs. 

Wolfy (per Mr. and Mrs. Snelgrove, South - 


—" 


—" 
NS SCKONMOMNOMNMNOCOSCHUNNNSENTAOAMNHNUNOHKOOMNe 


—_ 


am OCOSCSCSOMOOSCSCm meOOOCooeCoooee oor oNnoopy 
— 


moo ooecceocece|oeocoeoonqnaenooooaaneaneoseano& 


port) ot 01 
Wells, E. M. Hawell he sé Se 0 
Collected previously | 234 19 

Total to November 12 £349 11 ui 


A Strapage Diphtheria Siory. 


CORRESPONDENT sends us a passage from Pro- 
A fessor Headland’s book Home Life in China, as it 
refers to the treatment of diphtheria by antitoxin. 

It is necessary to give the preliminary explanation 
that the Prince of Peking referred to followed the Old 
Testament precedent of concubinage, and besides a 
family of legitimate daughters had charge of a little girl 
whose mother was the maid of the Princess. We quote 


the rest of the story 

“When the maid’s little girl was eight years old, she fell ill 
with diphtheria. Some days later the youngest daughter of the 
Princess also fell ill, and they sent for Mrs. Headland. As soon 
as she saw the children she told the Princess what was the matter, 
and that she must hurry home and get antitoxin with which to 
treat them. 

““That medicine is very expensive, 
that time in Peking. 
maid’s child ?’ 

““T can,’ answered my wife, ‘but I would not advise it.’ 

“ “Get the cheaper grade for her,’ the Princess ordered. 

“The Prince sat near, listening to this conversation without 
saying a word. He was a good Prince, she was a good Princess, 
and the maid was a good maid. He was in her realm and he had 
nothing to say. Mrs. Headland hurried home, got the medicine, 


iS Abenot? 
‘Could you not get a cheaper grade for the 


and was changing her clothing, preparatory to going and remaining | 


It was so at | 


night and day with the children, for she feared for the maid’s 
little girl, when the Prince, with his outriders, drove pell mell 
through our backgate. He came into my study and talked for 
a few moments, though I saw that he was excited and shortly 
he asked: 

““TIs Mrs. Headland at home?’ 

“She is just now preparing to go to your Excellency’ s palace.’ 

“*T would like to speak with her before she goes,’ he said 

“T called my wife to speak to him and she told me later that 
he said: ‘Mrs. Headland, I heard the Princess te]] you to get a 
cheaper grade of antitoxin for the maid’s little girl than for her 
own. Now you get the same grade, but say nothing about it, 
and I will pay the bill.’ 

“Mrs. Headland did so, but in spite of all she could do the maid’s 
little girl died.” 

The interesting factors in the above story are (1) that 
there appear to be different brands of antitoxin, and (2) 
that although, actually, the same antitoxin was used, 


one child died and the other lived. One need feel no 


_ surprise at the latter fact, which is repeated every day; 
| but with regard to the former, 


one is left wondering 
whether the inferior type of antitoxin is made from the 
diphtheritic throat-scrapings of a person of inferior 


| physique, or is passed through the body of an inferior 


horse, or has been allowed to grow stale? 
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The late Queen Alexandra. 

The passing of Queen Alexandra, one of the most 
universally beloved Royal personages of history, reminds 
us to record once more her condemnation of vivisection. 
It was on May 17, 1916, that she visited our stall at the 
Women Workers’ Exhibition and expressed to us her 
warm sympathy with our work. Her well-known devo- 
tion to hospitals never implied any condonation of the 
methods of the vivisection laboratory, which she called 
‘“‘horrible, detestable, and unnecessary.” 


“The Diificulties of Dr. Deguerre.” 

We would draw our readers’ attention to the advertise- 
ment appearing on the third page of the cover of this 
magazine. We are anxious to secure a wide sale for Dr. 
Hadwen’s useful book. 


Our Social. 

The Social, as already announced, will take place at 
the Caxton Hall on Thursday, December 3, at 3 p.m. 
Owing chiefly to the difficulty of getting so large a party 
of children (25) from school in time, we have been regret- 
fully obliged to cancel the arrangement for a display 
by the Robinson School of Dancing, which had been 
kindly offered tous. We did not realise, when we accepted 
the offer, that the entertainment would be on so large a scale, 


The Annual Meetings. 

The Annual Meetings next year will take place on a 
Wednesday, not Thursday as usual. The date selected 
is June 2. Will Branch Hon. Secretaries kindly make 
a note of it? 


Scarlet Fever. 

In view of the fact that great efforts are being made to 
introduce into schools and other institutions the Dick 
test and inoculation for scarlet fever, the following remarks 
in Municipal Engineering and the Sanitary Record of 
October 29 are interesting. They are contributed ‘from 
the desk of a M.O.H.’’ He tells of a meeting which he 


recently attended :— 

“The discussion was opened by Dr. Harris, of Birmingham, who 
described the results obtained in a series of cases treated by him. 
The number of cases was not large, and indeed none of those who 
took part in the discussion and detailed their experiences—for 
example, Dr. Thomson, of the Metropolitan Asylums Board, 
President of the Group—could claim to have dealt with many 
cases. This they deplored, and gave as their reason for being 
unable to offer anything definite in the way ofan opinion. Another 
point made by many of the speakers was that tt was almost 
wmpossible to get a case of any severity, the bad old days of 20 or 30 
years ago when scarlet fever was really scarlet fever having apparently 
gone for every. In some of the London hospitals, one gathered, 
not only was a death from the disease of the rarest occurrence, 
but complications, such as nephritis, were hardly ever seen. 
Of this, no explanation was offered. Many of the speakers referred 
to the frequency with which serum sickness occurred in the treated 
cases, move than one pointing out that the mild cases to which the 
antitoxin was administered suffered more from the treatment than 
they would have done from the infection.” 

We have italicised the important points. The rule of 
the bacteriologist appears to be, “‘select the mildest 
diseases, and make them the excuse for spending the most 
money and inflicting the worst injury upon the patient 
in the hope of preventing them.” 


Rejuvenation. 
The Westminster Gazette of November 9 reported that 
Professor Steinach has discovered ‘‘a process whereby 
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female animals grown old can be restored to youth by 
the injection of an extract from germ glands.” It is 
prophesied that old women will be turned into young 
ones. The days of witchcraft are not over! 


A Method of Killing Horses. 

For a record of human cruelty, it would be hard to 
beat the news contained in the Press on November 11— 
Armistice Day. It came from Portugal. A “round 
Portugal’? horse race, covering 1,240 miles and lasting 
26 days, has concluded with the arrival at Lisbon of three 
of the competitors. ‘‘Several horses died en voute, and 
several more were lamed. Others had to have injections 
to keep them going. The winning horse had to be taken 
straight to hospital, where it died a few hours later.” 

The long-drawn-out torture of these straining, goaded, 
dying creatures must have been indescribable. The 
, best work that the League of Nations could possibly take 
up would be to see that such disgusting episodes are 
rendered impossible in European States. We shall never 
stop war until human nature recoils from cruelty, and 
ceases to revel in it. 


An Insurance Society and Diphtheria. 

Mr. Arthur Middleton loses no opportunity of organising 
protests against vivisectionist teaching. Recently his 
attention was drawn to a leaflet on diphtheria, issued by 
the Wesleyan and General Assurance Society. Apparently 
this Society is being used as a tool by some interested 
parties—the ‘“‘compilers”’ alluded to in the letter which 
follows. It seems strange that an Insurance Society 
should occupy itself with the treatment of any particular 
disease; while we appreciate the courtesy with which 
Mr. Middleton’s communication was received, we realise 
that the maintenance or withdrawal of the leaflet will 
depend upon the amount of influence exercised by the 
compilers over the Society. 

We have only to add that the protest drawn up by Mr. 
Middleton on behalf of our Northern Branches embodied 
facts and statistics which probably made it an eye-opener 
to the Manager. 


WESLEYAN AND GENERAL ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
ARTHUR MIDDLETON, Esq. 

DEAR Sir,—I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 18th September, in which you inform me of the view taken of 
certain statements made in our leatlets on diphtheria, by the 
meeting of Branch Representatives of your Union. May I at once 
express my desire to give the fullest consideration to the arguments 
set forth in your letter, but I would point out that the statements 
in the leaflet of which you complain are, I think, consonant 
with the teachings accepted by the vast majority of the medical 
profession. 

Naturally, however, arguments supporting the heterodox 
opinion are entitled to the most careful examination, and I propose 
referring your letter to the actual compilers of the leaflet for their 
consideration.—Yours faithfully, A. L. Hunt, General Manager. 


Diphtheria, Drains and Cats. 

The following appeared in the Evening News of October 
29, as well as in other papers :— 

“Defective drains and cats, which have for long been blamed 
for causing diphtheria among children, were exonerated by Dr. 
J. D. Rolleston in a lecture at The Royal Institute of Public 
Health, Russell Square, W.C. 

“A number of cats which had been in contact with diphtheria 
cases were, he said, examined, but no diphtheria microbes were 
found among them, neither were any present in gases from defective 
drains.” 
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We welcome the exoneration of the cat, who has, no Of course, a white veil over the face is exceedingly 
doubt, suffered much already through the stigma unjustly becoming to women, and that fact might help the fashion 
cast upon her. But when Dr. Rolleston tells us that to‘‘catch on”; like the red ribbon signifying vaccination, 
defective drains do not cause diphtheria, because it might become a source of pride. With men, however, 
the Klebs Léffler bacillus is not found in their it would be less popular, and we think their idea of 
gases, we can only deplore his reliance upon the germ commonsense will be found to differ, as a rule, from that 
theory. For experience has demonstrated this danger too of the famous surgeon. 
often to admit of the slightest doubt. 


; Vaccine for Typhoid. 

Germ Carriers. | The British Medical Journal of November 7 reported 
There have been several sensations lately about alleged that a Dr. Tudos had discovered a vaccine to be used in 

“germ carriers.” The Continental Daily Mail re- the treatment of typhoid, and claimed some success in 


ported the following :— the case of 19 children. 

“Eighteen people have been admitted to Croydon Hospital, “Intravenous injection produced remarkable results. In some 
London, suffering from paratyphoid, a mild form of typhoid fever. | instances the patient’s temperature became normal after a single 
They are progressing satisfactorily. injection of 0°5 cm. and recovery appeared to follow within 24 

“*The outbreak has been traced to the eating of meat pies and _ hours.’’ 
fancy cakes purchased at a local shop,’ said Dr. H. P. Newsholme, Typhoid is extremely difficult to diagnose, especially 


Ss shits Baukey mele ReNaiiae: vt pte ae in children. If the diagnosis of these cases were correct, 
suffering from this disease, but it is quite probable he was unaware | Which is extremely doubtful, nothing could permanently 
of tt.’ ” _ reduce the temperature while ulceration remained; and 


The italics are ours. ulceration is the pathognomonie sign of typhoid. 
Another case is that of a woman at a dairy in Streatham. Symptoms of disease, however, count for little nowadays, 
The peculiarity about the illness which threw suspicion | and diagnosis is seldom to be trusted, a fact which makes 
upon her is that all the sufferers are said to have attended | ‘‘cures”’ equally unreliable. 
a particular Wesleyan Chapel. A Wesleyan germ, 
evidently! A Gloucester Question~ 
Tin = STs naire. ae 

The Gloucester Citizens’ 
League put the following 
pointed questions to all can- 
didates at the Municipal 
Elections :— 

1. In view of the official scare- 
mongering in 1923 and the tryanny 
practised during that period, are you 
prepared if elected a member of the 
City Council to oppose every form of 
official recommendation of vaccina- 
tion and all forms of direct and 
indirect compulsion ? 

2. Considering the foul emana- 
tions from the sewer ventilators, 
scattered throughout the _ streets 


Veils for Colds, 

The Daily News of Novem 
ber 10, under the title “Veil 
as Germ Guard” (with two 
additional large-type head- 
ings and at the top of a 
page) reported the “novel 
idea” of Sir James Dundas- 
Grant, ‘“‘the famous  sur- 
geon,’’ who “‘suggested veils 
as a guard against the spread 
of colds by sneezing and 
coughing.” 

“It would be well,” he said, 
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“if patients suffering from colds eae aN of Gloucester, and the fact that 
would wear a small veil of white - TESS ee a zymotic diseases have always been 
muslin over their face. J think most prevalent in those _ parts 


it will eventually come to that, and that people will gradually . of the City where these emanations have been most foul, will 
get accustomed to it. The wearing of a vei] to prevent the spread you use your best efforts to procure a better system for the disposal 
of colds appeals so much to commonsense that it will come imto , of sewer gas than that existing at present? 

common use.” 3. Considering the persistent recurrence of outbreaks of zymotic 


: aS dinat : disease in the City, will you use every endeavour to secure better 
That will depend upon the success or otherwise of the housing accommodation at a rent more within the means of the 


Stunt-Press method of advertising ideas. There would working people, the improvement of slum property, and the 
appear to us to be several objections to the suggested prevention of overcrowding as a means towards healthier 


veil, even if we accepted the germ-origin of colds; these | conditions? ¢ ; - 
objections are the same that applied to the influenza | Those who replied satisfactorily were named, and support 


masks recommended a few years ago. In the first place, | for their candidature solicited. 
while coughing and sneezing without the veil might ae 
distribute the germs, these would be deposited over a: Yienna Checks the Bacteriologist. 


wide area, and infrequently; whereas the veils would The Christian Science Monitor of September 28 reported 
become the lodging place of myriads of germs, which, | g¢, fo]Jows:— 

. 4 ce | . ° 
drying, would tend to escape sooner or later in “massed ‘‘ VIENNA, Sept. 26—The Ministry of Social Welfare has issued 


attack’? formation. In the second place, the veils | a new decree against vaccination supplementary to its former 
would certainly be lifted to permit the process of nose- | one prohibiting the use of a toxin-antitoxin mixture against 


: ; : . ; diphtheria. 
blowing >» mM the third place, the patient s Own HEADER LY ‘« This new decree forbids inoculation in summer except on rare 
might be retarded by the constant inhaling of ‘a stuffy occasions in connection with blepharitis and conjunctivitis, which 


atmosphere. two types of disease have seemed to attack vaccinated children 
This seems to us one of many impracticable and foolish = ™ SEG T Pere Pel tatta ees b 

ideas engendered by the fear of germs, which receive | De a 

more notice in the Press than they deserve; and it ignores A Reluctant Vivisector. 

the fact that most people develop colds by other means ‘To the Prime Minister of Northern Ireland. 


than infection. “We, the undersigned, respectfully urge you to use your 
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valuable influence im obtaining legislation to. make vivi- 
section illegal in Northern Ireland.” 

Immediately below these words, which headed the 
Petition sheets signed by visitors to the Belfast Dog 
Show, appears the name and address of—a vivisector! 
This seems to show that men can be engaged, by force of 
circumstances, in tasks which they would fain be spared. 
We will not “give away”’ the name of the gentleman 
who signed the Petition, tor we fear he would fare ill 
with his colleagues. 

The Church and Vivisection. 

Mr. Philip A. Foyster, in sending us an account of a 
recent debate on Vivisection, adds a protest, directed 
mainly against a sentence in the article by Dr. Desjardins, 
published in our October issue. We would point out that 
the Editor is not responsible for the opinions of every 


writer in the “‘ABOLITIONIST,”’ and it was obviously | 


undesirable to tamper in any way with the article of a 
distinguished French surgeon, whose testimony against 
vivisection is so valuable. We think, however, that 
Mr. Foyster has every right to place his rejoinder before 


our readers, so we reproduce it from his letter. 

“ Anti-vivisectionists seem often to go out of their way to indulge 
in gratuitous and totally irrelevant thrusts at the Catholic 
Church and her priesthood. Not only are such attacks entirely 
without justification, but I feel they are liable to do great harm 
in creating prejudice against the Anti-vivisection Cause. Dr. 
Abel Desjardins, in his article which was republished from 
L’Intransigeant, accuses the Catholic Church of deciding once for 
all that man alone, of all the terrestrial creatures, possesses a 
soul, and that therefore he has a right to cause sufferings to other 
creatures which possess none, and to torture heretics. 

“Poor Catholic Church! She is constantly accused by her enemies 
of pronouncements which she has never made, and there are always 
numbers of good Christian people ready to believe, with an alacrity 
which is almost indecent, such charges without the slightest 
attempt at verification. The Church cannot be held responsible 
for the individual statements of her members, and if some of these 
have been inhumane, it is at least significant to find within the 
ranks of convinced Anti-vivisectionists two of the most pro- 
minent figures of the Roman Church in England during recent times 
—Cardinals Newman* and Manning—as well as Canon Liddon and 
Father Ignatius, as representing the Catholic Revival in the 
Anglican Church. Cardinal Manning was much concerned by 
the suggestion that his Church looked with approbation on vivi- 
section, and said, “‘There is not a religious instinct in nature, 
ner a religion of nature, nor is there a word in revelation, either 
in the Old Testament or the New Testament, nor is there to be 
found in the great theology which I. . . represent, no, nor in any 
act of the Church of which Iam amember; no, nor in the lives and 
utterances of any one of those great servants of that Church who 
stand as examples, nor is there an authoritative utterance anywhere 
to be found in favour of vivisection.’ ” 

Mr. Foyster, whose father was for many years hon. 
secretary of our Branch at Ilfracombe, is training for the 
priesthood at one of the larger Theological Colleges, 
and in the debate to which allusion has been made he put 
our case so well, as leader for Anti-vivisection, that we 
have asked his permission to reproduce his speech in our 
next issue. 


Instead of Insulin. 
In the British Medical Journal of November 2, Dr. 
J. Bernstien recorded two apparently successful cases in 
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the treatment of diabetes by eating raw pancreas, instead | 


of injecting the pancreatic extract known as insulin. 


One patient used insulin ‘‘when pancreas was not | 


available,’ but the other used no insulin at all. He was 
a man aged 31, who came into hospital ‘practically 
comatose.”” (We have been assured that comatose 


*Cardinal Newman’s position is somewhat open to doubt; 
we believe he barely touched upon the subject in a single sermon. 
But Cardinal Manning was a decided Abolitionist. 
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cases could not recover without insulin.) He has now 
returned to work. If merely eating sweetbreads will 
perform all the alleged miracles of insulin, Banting’s 


dogs were, and still are, tortured in vain. 
rf 


Smallpox Scare in Shefiield. 


The mild disorder which now passes for smallpox has 
appeared in Sheffield. The cases are inconsiderable and 
the deaths mil. But a good deal of excitement has pre- 
vailed on account of the manner in which the ‘contacts” 
have been dealt with. Councillor Asbury has brought 
serious allegations against the Hospitals Committee, 
and the Chairman of the latter body has stigmatised them 
as “untrue.” 

The facts, stated by Councillor Asbury, however, 
appear to be vouched for by the Sanitary Inspector, 
whose report concerning the place of quarantine (a small 
row of four cottages) is thus described by the Medical 
Officer, Dr. Wynne :— 

“The waste water from the sinks splashes over and runs over 
the yard surface. One of the surface water gullies in the forecourt 
is choked. 

“There are four water-closets provided for the use of the tenants. 
The pull is broken to the flushing cistern in the first. The cistern 


does not flush properly in the third, and there is no seat to the 
fourth. 


“The cellars are unused and are in a very dirty condition. A 
quantity of rubbish is strewn on the floor, and in one instance 
tree leaves have apparently been swept down the coal grate and 
allowed to accumulate. There is also other rubbish in the cellars. 

“The living rooms are very sparsely furnished. In all cases 
except one the floors are uncovered. In the case of the one the 
linoleum is in poor condition, badly fitted, and dirt has accumu- 
lated at the joints and along the borders. 

“The plastering of the walls and ceiling of No. 8 is defective. 
All the walls and ceilings of all the rooms are badly in need of 
distempering, etc. 

“All the bedrooms are scantily furnished. In the small bedroom 
of No. 2. there is no fireplace or any permanent ventilation pro- 
vided. Most of the bedroom floors are uncovered.” 

After such a report, it seems absurd for the Councillor’s 
opponents to suggest that his complaint was merely due 
to party motives! It was said that some who visited 
the cottages were driven back by the stench from the 
cellars. 

What interests us particularly is the fact that vaccinated 
‘““contacts’” have been compensated for the loss of wages 
during their detention in these unpleasant surroundings 
(which are enough to create smallpox), whereas the 
unvaccinated have received no compensation. The excuse 
made is that they have to be detained some 18 days, 
whereas the vaccinated are allowed to go as soon as their 
vaccination has “‘taken,’’ perhaps after three days. 
Even if that be so, we see no reason why they should 
not receive the same amount of compensation as the 
others, 7.e., for the same number of days. But the idea 
of punishment clearly lies behind this differentiation, 
for the M.O.H., Dr. Wynne, has stated (Shefficld Indepen- 
dent, October 29) :— 

“We have, of course, no power to compel vaccination, but I 
think it is just that the small minority who refuse to play their 
part in protecting their neighbours should do so at their own 
expense.”’ 

Dr. Wynne has followed this up with a number of 
dogmatic statements about the virtues and harmlessness 
of vaccination, which are hardly worth repetition; but 
the affair seems to have been stage-managed, for he was 
first called upon by two persons, both anonymous, who, 
in the Press, demanded a “‘lead’”’ from him. Apparently 
the scare was not doing as well as the propagandists 


_ expected, and a whip-up was needed. 
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AN APPEAL TO MEMBERS. 


By ADELINA B. HOLMES. 


HAT can the rank and file of our 


Cause in which we are all interested ? 
In most cases, the Branch Hon. 
Secs. are busy people and are spend- 
ing all the time they have available 


appeals for further help from our 
Hon. Secs., and one knows from 
experience that more work could be done if one had more 
helpers. It is perfectly obvious that 20 or 50 keen workers 
in a town could advance the Cause a great deal quicker 
than a much smaller number. 

Our opponents are encouraged by great vested interests ; 
they are supported by Press stunts (which we are denied) ; 
they tap sources of wealth which we are unable to touch. 
Money we must have to fight our Cause, but we need more 
workers. In order to gain publicity, which is our greatest 
friend and the greatest enemy of the vivisector, we could 
do with an army of zealous workers in every Branch. 

We also need more lecturers. Those of our members 
who could not give the time necessary for studying the 
subject sufficiently to lecture, could find openings for 
other lecturers, in Women’s Guilds, Adult Schools and 
classes, Sunday School organizations, in any Society 
where free lectures are given, or could arrange drawing- 
room meetings. If our members were to take up this 
particular piece of work, it would help a great deal. 
Then, whenever a suitable subject cropped up in the 
newspapers, they could write letters to the editors (editors 
need educating on this subject!). But what we most need 
is for all our members to become missionaries in their 
own circle. If they would each make an effort to gain 
sO many new, members each year, we should soon become 
a very formidable organization. 


members do to help forward the | 


on this work. One reads frequent | 


Our battle will only be won by sheer perseverance. 
We are fighting in a good and noble cause. We have 
drawn our swords to fight for defenceless creatures. We 
have vowed to release these wretched slaves of science 
from their bondage. By the mere act of joining this 
Society, by becoming members, we have definitely 
ranged ourselves on the side of Right against Might. 
Shall we allow that first recognition of the justice of our 
Cause to fade into apathy, to hope that somebody else 
will do all the necessary work to bring about the so- 
needed reforms? I am convinced that the rank and file 
of our members could do a great deal. The strength of 
an army depends upon the strength of its units, and our 
Cause will progress according to the individual work 
put into it. I have heard it said that the British Union 
has splendid workers. Let us increase that number of 
splendid workers, and so bring nearer the day of deliver- 
ance for the victims of scientific curiosity. 

If our members would take a keener interest in their 
own Branch, would volunteer for work, ask what they 
could do, I am sure all our Hon. Secs. would feel grateful 
and encouraged to go forward with greater zeal. Do not 
let anyone hold back from diffidence—from fear that they 
are incapable of helping. There is something everyone 
can do, some piece of work for which they are specially 
fitted. The great thing is to find out what it is, and do 
it. To hold back, to hesitate, makes the work harder 
for every other worker in the Cause. The Cause needs 
YOU, with all your capabilities. What answer will 
you give? 

{[N.B.—We recommend to our readers’ attention a 
leaflet entitled ‘‘What you can do,” compiled by Mrs. 
Hartung, who has just become hon. secretary of our 
Worthing Branch. It is on much-the same lines as 
Mrs. Holmes’ article —Ed., “‘ ABOLITIONIST.’’] 


Correspondence. 


| Diphtheria. | | 


? To the Editor of the ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 

Str,—A member of this Branch had occasion to employ a 
nurse, to whom she gave the full account of Dr. Hadwen’s trial to 
read. When she came to the evidence stating that antitoxin was 
of no use if administered after six days, she said that in Canada, 
a year or two ago, she had charge of a Children’s Home, and 17 of 
the children and she herself had sore throats. The local doctor 


called it diphtheria; but she knew Aevs was an ordinary attack of | 
tonsilitis. They all got better, and one fortnight after they had quite | 


recovered, the municipal doctor came round; said he heard they 
had all had diphtheria, and then and there injected antitoxin. 
Leigh, N. Finchley. A, E. PARKER. 


| Antitoxin and Paralysis. q | 


To the Editor of the ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 

Sir,—I have been greatly interested in the ‘“ABOLITIONIST”’ 
for November, particularly about diphtheria paralysis. I had 
some 30 to 40 cases of diphtheria during my 20 years’ experience 
as a general practitioner, and never once saw paralysis follow. My 
conclusion was that it follows only bad and futile treatment. .. . 

Dr. Kidd’s remarks on subsequent heart failure are most 
important. I take the many deaths of prominent people from 
“heart failure” in the prime of life—which the papers are always 
reporting—to be merely a sequence of inoculation in some form or 
other. Poor Lord Carnarvon, of course, died under the treatment. 
—Yours, etc., HERBERT Snow, M.D. 


| 
| 


| How To Resist Tyranny. 


——- 


To the Editor of the ‘‘ ABOLITIONIST.” 
G.P.O., BarsBapos. September 23, 1925. 

Sir,—Coming over on the “ Pellerin de Latouché,” of the French 
Line, a woman in the second class came to me greatly distressed 
that word had gone round for vaccinating all the passengers. 
She had two chiidren on board for whom she held exemption 
certificates in Trinidad—her home—for which she was bound. 

The steward, in the doctor’s name, tried bullying and threaten- 
ing tactics two days before we reached the French island of 
Martinique. I advised the woman to go to the purser and to 
adopt antagonistic tactics on the strength of her being a British 
subject and to threaten to go to the British Consul at Martinique 
to report the matter. He assured her it would be all right and 
sent word to the steward not to do anything further in the matter. 
Another woman, with two children, then came to me saying the 
same steward was threatening and bullying her, saying she would 
not be allowed to land at Trinidad, her destination, unless the 
children and herself were vaccinated. I advised stronger tactics 
here, and she went to the purser demanding this steward’s name 
so that she might proceed against him. Result—steward fetched 
to apologise; the explanation being that he had not meant what 
she thought and the difficulties of the two languages had caused 
the misunderstanding. 

A man was on board in the same class with a young son. This 
son was sent with a message to say he must be vaccinated, but 
the father ignored it, and he (MAN!) was not molested 

I had a little girl of 11 years with me, but, needless to say, 
never heard a murmur as to vaccinating her. E, STARR. 
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BATH. 

Mr. Dimond Hogg was in charge of the Western and Midland 
Van for a fortnight’s campaign in Bath during November. Miss 
Sealey and her helpers (including Misses Tollemache, Bobby, 
Holloway, Morris and Power, and Messrs. Blackburn, Tucker, 
Norris and Wilmer) worked splendidly. In spite of bad weather, 
102 new members were obtained, and the campaign finished with 
a rousing meeting at which Mr. Roy Horniman spoke. We are 
informed that a medical opponent, upon one occasion, shouted 
out in the street that the campaigners ‘‘ought to be shot,” which 
seems to indicate that the placidity of the beautiful old health 
resort was somewhat shaken by the advent of our campaign, and 
that its welcome was too obvious to suit the vivisectionists. 
BELFAST. 

Our local Branch had a stall at the Dog Show during October, 
and so successful did it prove that it was found necessary to take 
an additional table during the course of the Show, in order to 
accommodate the crowds that gathered round. There was a fine 
poster display and much literature was given away. A petition 
was signed, to be sent to the Prime Minister of Northern Ireland. 
Over 40 new members were gained. Miss Occleshaw and Mr. 
John Buck went over from Bolton to give volunteer help (travelling 
steerage in the boat, to save expenses), and we have received very 
appreciative letters from Mrs. Jack in regard to their services. 
‘““They were both splendid,” she writes; and adds, ‘Mr. Buck was 
so good at tackling the men, and is, I consider, a magnificent 
asset to the British Union.” During their visit, Miss Occleshaw 
and Mr. Buck visited the Fire Brigade, Police Stations, etc., and 
made people acquainted with our work in many new quarters. 
BOLTON. 

In the absence of the hon. secretary in Ireland, Mr. Joseph 
Leach kindly undertook a small stall at the Fox Terrier Show on 
October 24. 

BRADFORD. 

The Branch has cleared £16 by means of a Jumble Sale. 
CHISWICK, EALING AND RICHMOND. 

These three suburban districts were visited by the Southern 
Federation Van, under the charge of Mr. Maurice Toms and Mr. 
Dimond Hogg, during the first three weeks of October. Notices 
appeared in the local Press in regard to the first two weeks, which 
brought to our Chiswick Branch 115 new members, and to Ealing 
(which had an exceptionally good site) over 200. 
was all that could be desired, but it unfortunately broke when the 
van went on to Richmond. In spite of very bad weather there, 
96 new members were enrolled. The helpers were most enthusi- 


astic, and inspired by no provincial spirit, for not only did the | 


honorary officials of Chiswick and Ealing help each other and 
Richmond, but some independent members assisted throughout. 
We must make special mention of Miss Worley, who travelled 
from Highgate almost daily for all three campaigns, and of Miss 
Rhoda Clarke, who paid her own expenses from Bournemouth 
expressly to assist in the Ealing campaign. Other helpers were 


Mrs. Butcher, Miss Bradish, 
Mrs. Keith Mackenzie, Mrs. - 
Pater, Miss Simpson, Miss 
Spencer, Mrs. Hukins (who 


kindly lent her car for the con- 
veyance of literature), Mr. and 
Miss Robson, Miss F. M. Kidd 
and Mr. Stewart (Richmond). 

In connection with this cam- 
paign, mention must be made of 
the generosity of Mr. Allwright, 
of Chiswick, in providing free 
garage accommodation for three 
weeks. 

DUBLIN. 

The people of Dublin made a 
splendid response, when by 
means of a shop their attention 
was called to the evils of vivi- 
section. The shop, a large one, 
was in an exceedingly good 
position in Grafton Street, and 
almost opposite Trinity College. 
Mrs. L. C. Pratt was in charge, 
very ably assisted by Miss Occle- 
shaw and Mr. Buck, both of 
Bolton, and a band of local 
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The weather | 
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A.V. LEcTURER: “Our appeal is to the sense of Justice.’ 
THE AUDIENCE: “And ours to'the sense of smell.” 
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workers. Our sincere thanks are due to Mrs. Lyburn, the new hon. 
secretary of the Branch, who devoted all her time to the shop, enrol- 
ling members, conversing with the students and visitors, giving us 
the loan of her motor car and helping generously in every way. Mr. 
Cantley, the hon. treasurer, also rendered noble service, and was in- 
strumental in securing for the Branch a room at 104, Mid-Abbey 
Street as an office. Other helpers who added much to the success 
of the Campaign were Mr. Turney, Mrs. Brew Mulhallen, Mrs. 
Hamilton, Mrs. Newsome, Miss Carr, Miss Maxwell, Miss 
Mitchell, Mrs. Byron, Mrs. Preston Ball and Miss Winslow. The 
new members numbered 240, and more than 1,800 signatures were 
obtained. The Petition is to be presented to the Dail at a later 
date, when another nought may possibly be added to the figures; 
our enterprising secretary and treasurer are arranging for the people 
in the country towns to render their protest by adding their 
signatures. 

The shop acted like a magnet on the students, who could not 
keep away. One young fellow candidly admitted that if what we 
said was true and if what our literature contained was true, then 
both the Government and the medical profession were fooling the 
people. 

Two meetings were held at the close of the Campaign, Mr. 
Roy Horniman being the speaker on both occasions. In the 
afternoon Mr. Swift McNeill, M.A., K.C., presided, and Mr. 
Cantley in the evening. The afternoon meeting in Molesworth 
Hall was crowded, and medical students caused some little dis- 
turbance. Mr. Horniman was most patient, and under adverse 
circumstances got a good hearing. Some of the students told us 
next morning that they admired him immensely and thought him 
a “‘splendid chap.” 

The shop was advertised at the principal cinemas during the 
fortnight. 

The Press reports of the meetings were so interesting that we 
reproduce abridged accounts. The following is from the Irish 
Independent of October 30. 

‘* LIVELY DUBLIN MEETING. 
VIVISECTION DENOUNCED. 

A certain amount of liveliness was in evidence at an Anti- 
vivisectionist meeting, presided over by Mr. J. G. Swift 
MeNeill, K.C., in the Molesworth Hall, Dublin, yesterday. 
There was a large attendance, which included a considerable 

number of medical students. During the course of Mr. Roy 

Horniman’s address, they occasionally interrupted with cat-calls, 

irenical cheering, and boohs. At one period the interruptions 

were so persistent that a policeman was sent for. He arrived 
and spoke to some of the young men and then withdrew. 

Mr. Swift McNeill appealed to them as Irishmen to give Mr. 
Horniman a fair hearing. 

Mr. Horniman said he conceived cruelty to be the most reaction- 
ary thing that existed in the world at any time. He denounced 
with a]l his heart and soul the teaching of students cruelty under 
the name of science (cheers and boohs).’’ ... . “ 

Taught wisdom by the very 
vowdy afternoon meeting, our 
organisers adopted some precau- 
tions in the evening, lest the 
speaker should not be heard at all. 
This ts how the ‘* Irish Times ’’ 
describes what happened :— 

“Stink-bombs” and heckling 
were introduced into the Anti- 
vivisection meeting addressed 
last night by Mr. Roy Horni- 
man, the dramatist, at the 
Theosophical Society’s Rooms 
at 16, South Frederick Street, 
Dublin. 

A large party of medical 
students gathered outside the 
building some time before the 
meeting was advertised to start, 
and shortly after eight o’clock 
they trooped up, headed by a 
burly gentleman in plus fours, 
who was entering the meeting 
room when his way was barred by 
a lady at the door, whoasked him, 
“Are you a medical student ?” 

“Tam,” he replied. 
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“Do you give me your promise to behave as a gentleman during 
the meeting ?” the guardian of the door asked. 

““T do not,”’ came the answer. 

“T am sorry then that I cannot admit you.” 

“But I thought this was a public meeting, 
gentleman in plus fours. 

“Tt is; but we are not admitting medical students who refuse 
to give the promise,” was the explanation. 

The spokesman of the party then turned to his colleagues and 
exclaimed—‘“I say, boys, this is not a public meeting after all. 
It is a congregation of the select.” 

The party then noisily went down the stairs, to the accompani- 
ment of cheers and cries of ‘““Shame!” They were not entirely 
defeated, however; for they left behind ‘‘stink-bombs,” as a 
reminder of their attempt to gain admittance. 

. Consequent on these disturbances, the meeting started a quarter 
of an hour behind time. The speaker addressed the meeting for 
three-quarters of an hour, during which time a few minor dis- 
turbances took place. 

One party left the meeting after about ten minutes, and shortly 
afterwards an offensive odour began to permeate the room. The 
smell became worse when a second party left, and one of the 
audience had to be carried out of the room in a fainting condition. 
He did not return. 

While the speaker’s appeal against vivisection was in progress, 
a further number of young men entered the room, and heckled the 
speaker when question time arrived. 

The Chairman of the meeting objected to the length of time 
taken in putting questions, but a clergyman in the audience, who 
said he was a member of the Theosophical Society, said that the 
guestioners should be given fair play. 

Whilst the meeting was in progress the medical students who had 
been refused admission periodically indulged in wild outbursts of 
cheering outside the building.’’ 

The students’ method of appealing to the olfactory senses rather than 
the reason is hardly likely to advance the cause of vivisection in Dublin. 

In spite of having no paid officials, the Irish Society has undertaken 
rvegulay propagandist work by engaging an office at 104, Mid-Abbey 
Street, Dublin. It will need help in the way of funds to carry on 
its work so well begun. For any Irishman keen on helping his own 
Jfolk—here is an opportunity. 

EASTBOURNE. 

A very useful correspondence was carried on during October in 
the Eastbourne Gazette, Mr. James J. Page, a zealous vivi- 
sectionist, contributing most of the letters on one side, and Mrs. 
Powell leading on the other. We are grateful to the Editor for 
according so much space to the subject of anti-vivisection. 
MALVERN. 

The Malvern Gazette of October 30 showed that certain members 
of the British Union had written to the Chairman of the Malvern 
Union District Council on October 12, making inquiries concerning 
the licensing of the Shuttlefast Sewage Farm, Malvern, for vivi- 
section. This spirited action showed us that our local Branch, 
though small, is fully alive to its responsibilities. The letter was 
signed by 14 members. The courteous reply received revealed 
the fact that Shuttlefast Farm is a place which Mr. Stephen Paget 
has made very familiar to us. He is fond of quoting some experi- 
ments that once took place “‘to ascertain the effect on fish of effluent 
from sewage works”—the false suggestion being that they were 
typical of all vivisection! These experiments, it appears, were 
carried out at Malvern “‘some years ago,” and ‘“‘the licence has not 
been used for any other purpose”; ‘“‘the investigations proved 
that the effluent had no deleterious effect on fish life in streams.” 

Our friends wrote again, thanking the Chairman for his informa- 
tion and expressing their relief; but they pointedly requested 
that the Urban District Council should immediately apply for the 
removal of the name of this farm from among licensed places. 
Its retention so long after the conclusion of the experiments suggests 
considerable laxity in the administration of the Vivisection Act. 
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MANCHESTER. 
Concerts and Sale of Work. 

On Saturday, December 12, a Social Gathering, Concert and 
Sale of Work will take place in the Memorial Hall, Albert Square, 
Manchester, commencing at 2.30, and going on until 10 o’clock. 
Miss Doris Hignett and Miss Edna Goodwin will give song 
selections and Miss Althea Shaw Spanish and gypsy dances. 

We are pleased to state that Miss Elma Dowling and her splendid 
Alsatian wolf dog, who have assisted Earl Haig’s Fund for Soldiers, 
has offered to help our Manchester Branch by giving two enter- 
tainments, elocution recitals, etc. We sincerely hope friends 
will bring visitors and send articles for sale. Refreshments will 
be provided at moderate cost. Please remember the date and do 
your best to help. 

N.B.—Our Manchester Secretary renders constant service to 
many humane reforms, in addition to the British Union. His 
wife also assists, giving up all spare time, yet, from time to time, 
there is not enough money in hand to pay the salary for secretarial 
and organising services. 

The Branch spends a good deal on propaganda work, literature, 
advertisements, meetings, and its income ought to be doubled. 

Mr. Middleton and his colleagues have worked very hard re 
the recent Departmental Committee Report on Horse Butchery. 
Several meetings have taken place in the British Union Office, 
and a large public protest meeting was held on November 18, 
organised by our Secretary and assisted financially by generous 
friends. Other activities include the rescue of stray cats and dogs. 


SCOTLAND. 

Mr. James McNee, of Glasgow, contributed some articles on 
“The Doctor versus the Sanitary Engineer,” to the Shipyard of 
March-June. We understand that the articles were solicited; 
which makes it the more extraordinary that the Editor utilised the 
occasion to allow long “‘reply” articles (mostly irrelevant) from 
Dr. Ewart Cree, under the rather offensive title “Truth versus 
Ignorance,” and to close the correspondence in October without 
allowing Mr. McNee to give one word in rejoinder. This is con- 
trary to usual journalistic practice, by which the opener of a 
controversy is allowed the last word. Perhaps a letter from Sir 
G. B. Hunter had something to do with the editorial timidity. 
It is also noteworthy that Dr. Ker, M.O.H. for Newcastle, came 
to the assistance of Dr. Cree, so that Mr. McNee had three assail- 
ants and no right of reply. Both the doctors took advantage of 
the controversy for a covert attack upon Dr. Hadwen, with which 
Miss Kidd was not allowed to deal. A debate, in which the 
opener presents his case and is then muzzled while others attack 
it can hardly elucidate truth. The unfairness with which this 
affair was managed has, we understand, aroused widespread dis- 
gust among men engaged in the shipping industry. 
SOUTHERN FEDERATION VAN. 

A substantial discount was given recently in the Isle of Wight 
on the price of a new tyre, as the dealer wished to make a contri- 
bution to the Cause. We greatly appreciate this help, which is 
considerable, as garage and new accessories are a heavy expense 
to the Federation. The total of members gained by the van is 
now about 1,600. The sum of £35 was sent to the Federation, 
being the balance after paying expenses of the campaigns held by 
the Portsmouth and I.W. Branch. 

TORQUAY. 

Our local Branch is arranging a Whist Drive at Deller’s Café, 
Paignton, on Wednesday, January 6, 1926, at 7.30 p.m., in aid 
of local Animals’ Welfare Funds. 

WORTHING. 

At a Committee Meeting, held on November 6, Mrs. Hartung, 
of 18, Eastcourt Road, Worthing, was unanimously elected hon, 
secretary, and Miss Mabel Hawkins, of 8, The Broadway, West 
Worthing, assistant-hon. secretary. It is requested that in future 
all communications should be sent to Mrs. Hartung at the above 
address. 


BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BATH. 
On October 14 Mrs. Oldham addressed a large open-air meeting 
in connection with the Van Campaign. 


BLACKHEATH. 

On November 9 Miss Crofton addressed the New Eltham Women’s 
Co-operative Guild on “Florence Nightingale and Anti- 
inoculation.” 

BOLTON. 


Miss Occleshaw addressed the Senior Class at the Swinton 
Unitarian Sunday School on November 8, her subject being 
“‘Remembrance Day for the Fallen, Human and Animal Comrades- 
in-Arms.” Afterwards she walked on to the Church Army Social 
Centre to give the same lecture—only to find that the engagement 


had been forgotten, and a lantern lecture substituted. A regret- 


table circumstance! 
BRIGHTON. 

The Hove and District Branch, in connection with the Southern 
Federated Branches, held a meeting in the Royal Pavilion Music 
Room on October 21 (no hall being available in Hove). 

Lt.-Commander Kenworthy, R.N., M.P., who accepted an 
invitation to speak at the meeting, was suddenly called abroad on 
very important business, and Mr. B. G. Horniman ably acted 
as substitute. The two other speakers, the Rev. B. G. Bourchier, 
M.A., and Mr. F. de Vere Summers, also gave addresses of a 
stirring nature. Lady Barrett-Lennard presided and gave a very 
able opening address, which was much appreciated by all present. 
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The meeting, which was followed by tea, was in every way a 
great success, and secured a good report in the Sussex Daily News 
of October 22. 

BRISTOL. 

A meeting was held at the Redland Park Hall on November 11. 
Mr. Edward Meade-King was in the chair, and the principal 
speaker was Mr. Roy Horniman, who gave a most excellent address 
on the work of the British Union. Special mention was made of the 
Van Campaign, anda collection taken for the Western Counties’ Van. 

DARLINGTON. 

The Darlington and Stockton Times of October 24 reported the 
Annual Meeting of our Darlington Branch, held in the Mechanics’ 
Institute on the previous day, Mr. W. H. Holmes presiding. 
The membership stands at just over 250. 

DUBLIN. 

The Ivish Times and Ivish Independent of October 30 gave long 
reports of two meetings of our Irish Union, held on the afternoon 
and evening of the previous day. Extracts are given on the 
previous page. 

FOLKESTONE. 

Mrs. Clarke held a drawing-room meeting on October 15, when, 
owing to a mistake in the date, the expected speaker, Mr. Roy 
Horniman, failed to arrive. However, a general discussion took 
place, tea was served, and five new members enrolled. 

On October 16 Mr. Horniman attended, and advantage was 
taken of his arrival, for Mrs. Clarke immediately telephoned to the 


Theosophical Society and obtained a change of lecturers, there | 


being a meeting that day. Mr. Horniman thus addressed an 
audience of equal size, or somewhat larger than that which had 
assembled to hear him on the previous afternoon. 
FORMBY. 
On October 28 Mrs. J. F. Criddle arranged a drawing-room 
meeting at her residence. Mr. A. Middleton gave an outline of 


“ Anti-vivisection Campaign Work,” and dealt with points re | 


the Humane Education Vans. Several friends became subscribers, 
literature was circulated and refreshments served. 
GLASGOW. 

The Glasgow Herald of October 28 reported a meeting addressed 
by Mr. Dugald Semple in the Central Halls on the previous evening. 
GRIMSBY. 

The Grimsby Daily Telegraph of October 29 gave a good report 
of a meeting of the Women’s Adult School on the previous evening. 
Mrs. Nicolls presided over a good attendance, and the speaker 
was Miss Kidd. 

On the following afternoon Mrs. Roderic Bennett gave a drawing- 
room meeting, which was largely attended. The chair was taken 
by the Rev. G. Marshall, of Louth, and Miss Kidd gave an address. 
At the close a committee was formed for the Grimsby and 
Cleethorpes Branch. Mrs. Bennett accepted the presidency and 
the hon. sec. is Mrs. Langley. 

At a recent meeting of the Junior Branch of the B.W.T.A. 
Mrs. Nicholls gave a short lecture on “ Anti-vivisection” to the 
girls; afterwards a collection was taken for the British Union, 
the sum of 12s. 3d. being handed over to our local Branch. Several 
girls promised to become members. 

IPSWICH. 

Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B., was the speaker at a meeting 
held by our local Branch in the Y.M.C.A. Lecture Hall on Octo- 
ber 26. Mr. A. Johnson, J.P., presided. Mr. Maberly’s subject 
was “Vivisection: Our Meanest Crime and How it is Punished.” 
An excellent report appeared in the Press. 

The Ipswich Star and East Anglian Times gave lengthy reports 
of a lecture on “‘ Vivisection; why it has failed and must fail,” 
delivered by Dr. Fergie Woods at the Town Hall on November 7. 
Mr. Johnson, J.P., presided, and Miss E. M. James also spoke. 
Dr. Wood’s forcible indictment of vivisection was followed by 
discussion. 

Miss Maude Royden had four crowded meetings during the 
same week, and Mrs. Lord, our local President, sent up a question 
asking her views upon vivisection in relation to religion. Miss 
Royden, in her reply, emphatically opposed the practice, and our 
friends took advantage of the occasion to distribute literature. 

ISLE OF WIGHT. 

A debate on “Vaccination,” arranged by the local Women’s 
Institute, was held in the Havenstreet Church Room on Octo- 
ber 29, under the chairmanship of the Vicar (Rev. E. F. Reade). 
Mr. Maurice Toms opened against vaccination and Dr. Spencer 
Churchill followed in favour, after which there was an informal 
discussion. Twenty voted against vaccination and seventeen for. 

LEEDS. 

Mrs. Holmes gave an address on “ Vivisection” to the Lodge 

Lane Women’s Guild on October 19. 
LIVERPOOL. 

On November 5 a meeting of representatives was held in the 

Bold Street Rooms. Mr. Joscelyne gave a report on the Branch 


work, our publications, etc. Mr. A. Middleton presided and dealt 
with current events in the Anti-vivisection Movement. 
MANCHESTER. 
On October 18 Mr. Middleton was invited to give an address on 
“Health Matters” before the Bury Theosophical Society. Much 


interest was evinced, and the speaker invited to give another - 


lecture later on. 

On November 4 the ladies’ group met in the British Union 
Offices, many duties being dealt with. Great service is rendered 
to the Branch by this group in various ways. 

On November 12 a meeting of representatives was held in the 
Victoria Street Rooms. ‘ 

On October 22 a debate was opened in the Branch Rooms by 
Mr. F. E. Cox, A.M.I.C.E. The opener defended the practice of 
Vivisection Research in a clever and intellectual manner. Mr. 
V. Wilson, Mr. J. T. Egerton, Mr. Middleton and others took 
part, exposing the flaws in the subtle chain of reasoning. A 
gentleman present stated that he was a retired teacher of physiology 
and anatomy, and that he was quite with us in our campaign. 
Several ladies put questions to Mr. Cox, who dealt with various 
points arising. A report appeared in Manchester City News. 

PLYMOUTH. 

A successful drawing-room meeting was held at the residence of 
Mrs. Guard on November 4, and was addressed by Miss Sandeman. 
New members were added to the Branch. 

PRESTON. 

On November 9 an excellent gathering in the Unitarian Guild 
Room was addressed by Mr. A. Middleton, on the ‘Scientific 
and Moral Aspects of Vivisection.” The Rev. A. O. Broadley 
presided. After the address, a keen discussion took place, also many 
questions, Mr. Middleton missing the last train. The minister and 
his wife kindly offered hospitality, and the meeting went on to a 
fairly late hour. Mrs. Ward, Mr. Higginson and other friends 
were amongst the audience and assisted with literature, etc. 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr. Dugald Semple addressed the members on October 27. 
The address was illustrated with lantern slides and was much 
appreciated by a good audience. 

Mr. Herbert Brown has spoken at the foliowing meetings :— 


15/10/25. Anniesland I.L.P. 
17/10/25. Pailsey Lodge, Theosophical Society. 
20/10/25. Langside and Giffnock Lodges, Theosophical 
Society. 
1/11/25. Century Club. 
8/11/25. Larkhall I.L.P. 
8/11/25. Partick I.L.P. 
12/11/25. Lennoxtoun I.L.P. 


SOUTHPORT. 

On October 27 a meeting was held in Rowntree’s Café, Lord Street, 
the Rev. C. A. Hallpresiding. Miss Gladys Robinson gavea report 
of Branch work, and Mr. A. Middleton of other recent activities. 
Discussion took place, and reports appeared in local Press. 

SHREWSBURY. 

On November 3 a debate took place in the Lecture Hall, St. 
Nicholas Church, Shrewsbury, between Dr. Taylor, Assistant 
M.O.H., and Mr. Middleton, of Manchester. Mr. Powell presided. 
A gentleman fainted while Mr. Middleton was reading aloud details 
of experiments from the Journal of Physiology. On a vote being 
taken, the Anti-vivisectionists were declared in a majority. 

SUDBURY. 

On November 9 Miss Kidd opposed a motion “ That Experiments 
on Living Animals are Justifiable,” proposed by Dr. Fraser 
Harris, of the Research Defence Society, at the Literary and 
Debating Society, Sudbury. The vote for vivisection was carried 
by 36 to 3—apparently somewhat to the surprise of a local doctor, 
who seemed so fearful of the result that he begged that no vote should 
be taken! Vivisection was clearly a new subject; much education 
is needed in these local debating societies before they will venture 
to disagree with a Professor of Physiology, especially when 
backed by a doctor who is a member of the Society. 

YORK. 

The Yorkshire Herald of October 23 had a long report of a meeting 
held at the Mansion House, York, on October 22. The Lord 
Mayor presided. The speaker was Mr. Gerald Maberly, M.A., L.B. 

WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of November 7 had a good report of the 
last ““At Home” given at Brecon House by Mrs. Heriot before 
resigning the position of hon. secretary of our local Branch and 
leaving Worthing. At the meeting, which took place on Novem- 
ber 3, many regrets at her impending departure were expressed. 
Mr. W. A. Belton was to have given a paper on the R.S.P.C.A., 
but was unable to attend, and his place was taken by Mr. Maurice 
Toms, who dealt with Vaccination. 

N.B.—We have not space this month to report other meetings 
that took place after November 11. 
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“Do you give me your promise to behave as a gentleman during 
the meeting ?” the guardian of the door asked. 

“T do not,” came the answer. 

“JT am sorry then that I cannot admit you.” 

“But I thought this was a public meeting,” protested the 
gentleman in plus fours. 

“It is; but we are not admitting medical students who refuse 
to give the promise,” was the explanation. 

The spokesman of the party then turned to his colleagues and 
exclaimed—‘I say, boys, this is not a public meeting after all. 
It is a congregation of the select.” 

The party then noisily went down the stairs, to the accompani- 
ment of cheers and cries of “Shame!” They 
defeated, however; for they left behind ‘“‘stink-bombs,” 
reminder of their attempt to gain admittance. 

Consequent on these disturbances, the meeting started a quarter 
of an hour behind time. The speaker addressed the meeting for 
three-quarters of an hour, during which time a few minor dis- 
turbances took place. 

One party left the meeting after about ten minutes, and shortly 
afterwards an offensive odour began to permeate the room. The 
smell became worse when a second party left, and one of the 
audience had to be carried out of the room in a fainting condition. 
He did not return. 

While the speaker’s appeal against vivisection was in progress, 
a further pumber of young men entered the room, and heckled the 
speaker when question time arrived. 

The Chairman of the meeting objected to the length of time 
taken in putting questions, but a clergyman in the audience, who 
said he was a member of the Theosophical Society, said that the 
questioners should be given fair play. 

Whilst the meeting was in progress the medical students who had 
been refused admission periodically indulged in wild outbursts of 
cheering outside the building.’’ 

The students’ method of appealing to the olfactory senses vather than 
the reason is hardly likely to advance the cause of vivisection in Dublin, 

In spite of having no paid officials, the Irish Society has undertaken 
vegulay propagandist work by engaging an office at 104, Mid-Abbey 
“Street, Dublin. It will need help in the way of funds to carry on 
its work so well begun. For any Irishman keen on helping his own 
jolk—here is an opportunity. 

EASTBOURNE. 

A very useful correspondence was carried on during October in 
the Eastbourne Gazette, Mr. James J. Page, a zealous vivi- 
sectionist, contributing most of the letters on one side, and Mrs. 
Powell leading on the other. We are grateful to the Editor for 
according so much space to the subject of anti-vivisection. 
MALVERN. 

The Malvern Gazette of October 30 showed that certain members 
of the British Union had written to the Chairman of the Malvern 
Union District Council on October 12, making inquiries concerning 
the licensing of the Shuttlefast Sewage Farm, Malvern, for vivi- 
section. This spirited action showed us that our local Branch, 
though small, is fully alive to its responsibilities. The letter was 
signed by 14 members. The courteous reply received revealed 
the fact that Shuttlefast Farm is a place which Mr. Stephen Paget 
has made very familiar to us. He is fond of quoting some experi- 
ments that once took place “to ascertain the effect on fish of effluent 
from sewage works’”—the false suggestion being that they were 
typical of all vivisection! These experiments, it appears, were 
carried out at Malvern ‘“‘some years ago,” and “the licence has not 
been used for any other purpose”; ‘“‘the investigations proved 
that the effluent had no deleterious effect on fish life in streams.” 

Our friends wrote again, thanking the Chairman for his informa- 
tion and expressing their relief; but they pointedly requested 
that the Urban District Council should immediately apply for the 
removal of the name of this farm from among licensed places. 
Its retention so long after the conclusion of the experiments suggests 
considerable laxity in the administration of the Vivisection Act. 
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MANCHESTER. 
Concerts and Sale of Work. 

On Saturday, December a Social Gathering, Concert and 
Sale of Work will take place in the Memorial Hall, Albert Square, 
Manchester, commencing at 2.30, and going on until 10 o’clock. 
Miss Doris Hignett and Miss Edna Goodwin will give song 
selections and Miss Althea Shaw Spanish and gypsy dances. 

We are pleased to state that Miss Elma Dowling and her splendid 
Alsatian wolf dog, who have assisted Ear! Haig’s Fund for Soldiers, 
has offered to help our Manchester Branch by giving two enter- 
tainments, elocution recitals, etc. We sincerely hope friends 
will bring visitors and send articles for sale. Refreshments will 
be provided at moderate cost. Please remember the date and do 
your best to help. 

N.B.—Our Manchester Secretary renders constant service to 
many humane reforms, in addition to the British Union. His 
wife also assists, giving up all spare time, yet, from time to time, 
there is not enough money in hand to pay the salary for secretarial 
and organising services. 

The Branch spends a good deal on propaganda work, literature, 
advertisements, meetings, and its income ought to be doubled. 

Mr. Middleton and his colleagues have worked very hard re 
the recent Departmental Committee Report on Horse Butchery. 
Several meetings have taken place in the British Union Office, 
and a large public protest meeting was held on November 18, 
organised by our Secretary and assisted financially by generous 
friends. Other activities include the rescue of stray cats and dogs. 


SCOTLAND. 

Mr. James McNee, of Glasgow, contributed some articles on 
“The Doctor versus the Sanitary Engineer,” to the Shipyard of 
March-June. We understand that the articles were solicited; 
which makes it the more extraordinary that the Editor utilised the 
occasion to allow long “reply” articles (mostly irrelevant) from 
Dr. Ewart Cree, under the rather offensive title “Truth versus 
Ignorance,” and to close the correspondence in October without 
allowing Mr. McNee to give one word in rejoinder. This is con- 
trary to usual journalistic practice, by which the opener of a 
controversy is allowed the last word. Perhaps a letter from Sir 
G. B.:Hunter had something to do with the editorial timidity. 
It is also noteworthy that Dr. Ker, M.O.H. for Newcastle, came 
to the assistance of Dr. Cree, so that Mr. McNee had three assail- 
ants and no right of reply. Both the doctors took advantage of 
the controversy for a covert attack upon Dr. Hadwen, with which 
Miss Kidd was not allowed to deal. A debate, in which the 
opener presents his case and is then muzzled while others attack 
it can hardly elucidate truth. The unfairness with which this 
affair was managed has, we understand, aroused widespread dis- 
gust among men engaged in the shipping industry. 
SOUTHERN FEDERATION VAN. 

A substantial discount was given recently in the Isle of Wight 
on the price of a new tyre, as the dealer wished to make a contri- 
bution to the Cause. We greatly appreciate this help, which is 
considerable, as garage and new accessories are a heavy expense 
to the Federation. The total of members gained by the van is 
now about 1,600. The sum of £35 was sent to the Federation, 
being the balance after paying expenses of the campaigns held by 
the Portsmouth and I.W. Branch. 

TORQUAY. 

Our local Branch is arranging a Whist Drive at Deller’s Café, 
Paignton, on Wednesday, January 6, 1926, at 7.30 p.m., in aid 
of local Animals’ Welfare Funds. 

WORTHING. 

At a Committee Meeting, held on November 6, Mrs. Hartung, 
of 18, Eastcourt Road, Worthing, was unanimously elected hon, 
secretary, and Miss Mabel Hawkins, of 8, The Broadway, West 
Worthing, assistant-hon. secretary. It is requested that in future 
all communications should be sent to Mrs. Hartung at the above 
address. 
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BRANCH MEETINGS. 


BATH. 
On October 14 Mrs. Oldham addressed a large open-air meeting 
in connection with the Van Campaign. 


BLACKHEATH. 

On November 9 Miss Crofton addressed the New Eltham Women’s 
Co-operative Guild on “Florence Nightingale and Anti- 
inoculation.” 

BOLTON. 


Miss Occleshaw addressed the Senior Class at the Swinton 
Unitarian Sunday School on November 8, her subject being 
“‘Remembrance Day for the Fallen, Human and Animal Comrades- 
in-Arms.” Afterwards she walked on to the Church Army Social 
Centre to give the same lecture—only to find that the engagement 


had been forgotten, and a lantern lecture substituted. A regret- 


table circumstance! 
BRIGHTON. 

The Hove and District Branch, in connection with the Southern 
Federated Branches, held a meeting in the Royal Pavilion Music 
Room on October 21 (no hall being available in Hove). 

Lt.-Commander Kenworthy, R.N., M.P., who accepted an 
invitation to speak at the meeting, was suddenly called abroad on 
very important business, and Mr. B. G. Horniman ably acted 
as substitute. The two other speakers, the Rev. B. G. Bourchier, 
M.A., and Mr. F. de Vere Summers, also gave addresses of a 
stirring nature. Lady Barrett-Lennard presided and gave a very 
able opening address, which was much appreciated by all present. 
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The meeting, which was followed by tea, was in every way a 
great success, and secured a good report in the Sussex Daily News 
of October 22. 

BRISTOL. 

A meeting was held at the Redland Park Hall on November 11. 
Mr. Edward Meade-King was in the chair, and the principal 
speaker was Mr. Roy Horniman, who gave a most excellent address 
on the work of the British Union. Special mention was made of the 
Van Campaign, anda collection taken for the Western Counties’ Van. 

DARLINGTON. 


The Darlington and Stockton Times of October 24 reported the | 


Annual Meeting of our Darlington Branch, held in the Mechanics’ 
Institute on the previous day, Mr. W. H. Holmes presiding. 
The membership stands at just over 250. 

DUBLIN. 

The Ivish Times and Irish Independent of October 30 gave long 
reports of two meetings of our Irish Union, held on the afternoon 
and evening of the previous day. Extracts are given on the 
previous page. 

FOLKESTONE. 

Mrs. Clarke held a drawing-room meeting on October 15, when, 
owing to a mistake in the date, the expected speaker, Mr. Roy 
Horniman, failed to arrive. However, a general discussion took 
place, tea was served, and five new members enrolled. 

On October 16 Mr. Horniman attended, and advantage was 
taken of his arrival, for Mrs. Clarke immediately telephoned to the 
Theosophical Society and obtained a change of lecturers, there 
being a meeting that day. Mr. Horniman thus addressed an 
audience of equal size, or somewhat larger than that which had 
assembled to hear him on the previous afternoon. 

FORMBY. 

On October 28 Mrs. J. F. Criddle arranged a drawing-room 
meeting at her residence. Mr. A. Middleton gave an outline of 
“Anti-vivisection Campaign Work,” and dealt with points re 
the Humane Education Vans. Several friends became subscribers, 
literature was circulated and refreshments served. 

GLASGOW. 

The Glasgow Herald of October 28 reported a meeting addressed 
by Mr. Dugald Semple in the Central Halls on the previous evening. 
GRIMSBY. 

The Grimsby Daily Telegraph of October 29 gave a good report 
of a meeting of the Women’s Adult School on the previous evening. 
Mrs. Nicolls presided over a good attendance, and the speaker 
was Miss Kidd. 

On the following afternoon Mrs. Roderic Bennett gave a drawing- 
room meeting, which was largely attended. The chair was taken 
by the Rev. G. Marshall, of Louth, and Miss Kidd gave an address. 
At the close a committee was formed for the Grimsby and 
Cleethorpes Branch. Mrs. Bennett accepted the presidency and 
the hon. sec. is Mrs. Langley 

At a recent meeting of the Junior Branch of the B.W.T.A. 
Mrs. Nicholls gave a short lecture on “ Anti-vivisection” to the 
girls; afterwards a collection was taken for the British Union, 
the sum of 12s, 3d. being handed over to our local Branch. Several 
girls promised to become members. 

IPSWICH. 

Mr. G. C. Maberly, M.A., LL.B., was the speaker at a meeting 
held by our local Branch in the Y.M.C.A. Lecture Hall on Octo- 
ber 26. Mr. A. Johnson, J.P., presided. Mr. Maberly’s subject 
was “ Vivisection: Our Meanest Crime and How it is Punished.” 
An excellent report appeared in the Press. 

The Ipswich Star and Easi Anglian Times gave lengthy reports 
of a lecture on “ Vivisection; why it has failed and must fail,” 
delivered by Dr. Fergie Woods at the Town Hall on November 7. 
Mr. Johnson, J.P., presided, and Miss E. M. James also spoke. 
Dr. Wood’s forcible indictment of vivisection was followed by 
discussion. 

Miss Maude Royden had four crowded meetings during the 
same week, and Mrs. Lord, our local President, sent up a question 
asking her views upon vivisection in relation to religion. Miss 
Royden, in her reply, emphatically opposed the practice, and our 
friends took advantage of the occasion to distribute literature. 

ISLE OF WIGHT. 

A debate on “Vaccination,” arranged by the local Women’s 
Institute, was held in the Havenstreet Church Room on Octo- 
ber 29, under the chairmanship of the Vicar (Rev. E. F. Reade). 
Mr. Maurice Toms opened against vaccination and Dr. Spencer 
Churchill followed in favour, after which there was an informal 
discussion. Twenty voted against vaccination and seventeen for. 

LEEDS. 

Mrs. Holmes gave an address on “ Vivisection” to the Lodge 

Lane Women’s Guild on October 19. 
LIVERPOOL. 

On November 5 a meeting of representatives was held in the 

Bold Street Rooms. Mr. Joscelyne gave a report on the Branch 


The Aboliticnist. 


work, our publications, etc. Mr. A. Middleton presided and dealt 
with current events in the Anti-vivisection Movement. 
MANCHESTER. 

On October 18 Mr. Middleton was invited to give an address on 
“Health Matters” before the Bury Theosophical Society. Much 
interest was evinced, and the speaker invited to give another 
lecture later on. 

On November 4 the ladies’ group met in the British Union 
Offices, many duties being dealt with. Great service is rendered 
to the Branch by this group in various ways. 

On November 12 a meeting of representatives was held in the 
Victoria Street Rooms. 

On October 22 a debate was opened in the Branch Rooms by 
Mr. F. E. Cox, A.M.I.C.E. The opener defended the practice of 
Vivisection Research in a clever and intellectual manner. Mr. 
V. Wilson, Mr. J. T. Egerton, Mr. Middleton and others took 
part, exposing the flaws in the subtle chain of reasoning. A 
gentleman present stated that he was a retired teacher of physiology 
and anatomy, and that he was quite with us in our campaign. 
Several ladies put questions to Mr. Cox, who dealt with various 
points arising. A report appeared in Manchester City News. 

PLYMOUTH. 

A successful drawing-room meeting was held at the residence of 
Mrs. Guard on November 4, and was addressed by Miss Sandeman - 
New members were added to the Branch. 

PRESTON. 

On November 9 an excellent gathering in the Unitarian Guild 
Room was addressed by Mr. A. Middleton, on the “Scientific 
and Moral Aspects of Vivisection.” The Rev. A. O. Broadley 
presided. After the address, a keen discussion took place, alsomany 
questions, Mr. Middleton missing the last train. The minister and 
his wife kindly offered hospitality, and the meeting went on to a 
fairly late hour. Mrs. Ward, Mr. Higginson and other friends 
were amongst the audience and assisted with literature, etc. 

SCOTLAND. 
Mr. Dugald Semple addressed the members on October 27. 


| The address was illustrated with lantern slides and was much 


appreciated by a good audience. 
Mr. Herbert Brown has spoken at the following meetings :-— 


15/10/25. Anniesland I.L.P. 
17/10/25. Pailsey Lodge, Theosophical Society. 
20/10/25. Langside and Giffnock Lodges, Theosophical 
Society. 
1/11/25. Century Club. 
8/11/25. Larkhall I.L.P. 
8/11/25 4.) Partick J *ieP? 
12/11/25. Lennoxtoun I.L.P. 


SOUTHPORT. 

On October 27 a meeting was held in Rowntree’s Café, Lord Street, 
the Rev. C. A. Hallpresiding. Miss Gladys Robinson gavea report 
of Branch work, and Mr. A. Middleton of other recent activities. 
Discussion took place, and reports appeared in local Press. 

SHREWSBURY. 

On November 3 a debate took place in the Lecture Hall, St. 
Nicholas Church, Shrewsbury, between Dr. Taylor, Assistant 
M.O.H., and Mr. Middleton, of Manchester. Mr. Powell presided. 
A gentleman fainted while Mr. Middleton was reading aloud details 
of experiments from the Journal of Physiology. On a vote being 
taken, the Anti-vivisectionists were declared in a majority. 

SUDBURY. 

On November 9 Miss Kidd opposed a motion “ That Experiments 
on Living Animals are Justifiable,” proposed by Dr. Fraser 
Harris, of the Research Defence Society, at the Literary and 
Debating Society, Sudbury. The vote for vivisection was carried 
by 36 to 3—apparently somewhat to the surprise of a local doctor, 
who seemed so fearful of the result that he begged that no vote should 
be taken! Vivisection was clearly a new subject; much education 
is needed in these local debating societies before they will venture 
to disagree with a Professor of Physiology, especially when 
backed by a doctor who is a member of the Society. 

YORK. 

The Yorkshire Herald of October 23 had a long report of a meeting 
held at the Mansion House, York, on October 22. The Lord 
Mayor presided. The speaker was Mr. Gerald Maberly, M.A., L.B. 

WORTHING. 

The Worthing Herald of November 7 had a good report of the 
last ““At Home” given at Brecon House by Mrs. Heriot before 
resigning the position of hon. secretary of our local Branch and 
leaving Worthing. At the meeting, which took place on Novem- 
ber 3, many regrets at her impending departure were expressed. 
Mr. W. A. Belton was to have given a paper on the R.S.P.C.A., 
but was unable to attend, and his place was taken by Mr. Maurice 
Toms, who dealt with Vaccination. 

N.B.—We have not space this month to report other meetings 
that took place after November 11. 
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of the Argumentative Club,”’ is now to be published in book form by the C. W. Daniel Co. It is brought 


To above work, which first appeared as a serial in the “‘ ABOLITIONIST”’ under the title of ‘The Annals 
up-to-date and provides a complete encyclopedia of Anti-vivisection with its allied subjects. 


Eacu chapter is complete in itself—dealing with a particular disease or department of knowledge from the 
point of view of the Vivisectionist’s claims and their refutation, or with the facts of Vivisection, the conditions 
under which it is practised, the history of the movement, etc. Thus the book will exhibit to the inquirer 
problems of medicine and surgery from the standpoint of the Anti-vivisectionist in a more nearly complete 
and perfect form than has been attempted before. The arguments are presented*chiefly in the form of con- 
versations which are packed with information, and the whole is worked up into the form of an interesting novel. 
It has an Introduction by Dr. G. F. C. Searle, D.Sc., F.R.S., University Lecturer in Experimental Physics, 
Cambridge. 


STYLE, SIZE AND PRICE. 
THE book will contain some fifty illustrations by the well-known artist, Mr. Arthur Moreland, and it is 
anticipated that it will reach nearly 800 pages. It will thus be a large and handsome volume, which cannot 
be produced at a sale price lower than {1 2s. 6d. It will compare well with other books issued at an even 
higher price. A more beautiful and useful Christmas or New Year’s present could hardly be suggested. 
It will be sent post free. 


THE DESIRED CIRCULATION. 

IT is most important that this unique volume should have a wide circulation. The subject matter being 
Anti-vivisection, it will naturally need more “‘pushing”’ than an ordinary book, and all the members and 
friends of the British Union are asked to help. . We are asked often for a book giving a comprehensive view 
of our movement. This is such a book. It is also one that can be lent to any friend with confidence in its 
power to interest. Every member who can afford to buy it should possess a copy fer this purpose. 

Further, every circulating Library must have it. This can only be secured by our friends insisting upon 
obtaining it from such Libraries. 


A PERSONAL APPEAL. 


(1) Please will you write now an order for “The Difficulties of Dr. Deguerre,’? accompanied by your 
cheque or postal order? The book will be published before Christmas, and a copy can be sent to you as soon 
as it is ready. 


(2) Will you, if possible, add a sum to be spent on providing extra copies as gifts to libraries ? 


(3) Will you, about Christmas time, make every endeavour to induce your local Libraries to stock this 
book, and if possible secure that they order several copies to supply a large demand? You will thus do much 
to further the Cause of Anti-vivisection, 


A FREE GIFT TO THE .CAUSE. 


WuHAT you are asked to do is but little in comparison with the magnitude of Dr. Hadwen’s gift to the 
Movement of so valuable a propagandist weapon. All profits will go to the work of the British Union. At 
the same time it must be remembered that a profit can be made only with effort. We are assured that, with 
the hearty co-operation of our members, it can be made. 


ORDER FORM 
ONE Copy 
Please send me ——S—s«O'E: ‘‘ Thee Difficulties of Dr. Deguerre,’”’ by Dr. Hadwen, J.P., 
Beant COPIES 


Sep SOOMR SRE ISePUULSHeC.. wl ‘OD CLOSEY foo 5 ycccss. dtc... at beads dense 
(Anything over the price of £1 2s.6d.can be used towards free presentation copies to Free Libraries, &c.) 
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BRITISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION, 32, CHARING CROSS, LONDON, S.W. 1. 


Branches of the British Union. ¢ 


ADELAIDE BRANCH (Australia).—Hon. Sec., Miss L. Rupkin, c/o E. W, 
Pritchard, Yeronga Avenue, Kensington Park, Adelaide. 

BANGOR, CARNARVON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. T. 
VALLANCE, High Street, Bangor. 

BATH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Doris SEALY, 25, Foxcombe Road, 
Weston, Bath. 

BEXHILL BRANCH—Hon. Sec., Mrs. HOLiinDALeE, 27, Linden Road. 

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss H. EGan. 23, Francis Road, 
Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

BLACKHEATH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, CouNnTEss DE Rivas. 
Hon. Sec., Miss CROFTON, Kirkside, St. John’s Park, Blackheath. 

BLACKPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. ANSLow, 
85, Dickson Road, North Shore, Blackpool. 

BOLTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss E. OccLesHaw, 99, Church Street, 
Bolton. Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Hewitt. 

BOURNEMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr, MARGARET 
Vivian. Hon. Sec., Mrs. Eowarp REEvES, Avonmouth House, Christ- 
church, Hants. 

BRADFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH (Yorks).—President, J. D. Drum- 
MOND, Esq., M.A., D.Ph. Hon. Sec., Mr. E. Rusuton, 14, John Street. 

BRIGHTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.-—President, LorpD TENTERDEN; 
Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

BRISBANE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Francis, T.0.S 
Brisbane, Australia. 

BRISTOL& SOMERSET FRIENDS’ ANTI-VIVISECTION COMMITTEE.— 
Treasurer, Mr. F. C. Hunt, 23, Cumberland Street, St. Paul, Bristol. 
BRISTOL AND WEST OF ENGLAND BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Epwarp 
Meape-Kinc, Esq. Sec., MissjE. LowrHer, Lonsdale House, Hampton 

Park, Bristol. 

BROMLEY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. H. Snow. Hon. 
Sec., Miss HoLwortny, 33, Tweedy Road, Bromley, Kent. Assistant 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. DARRELL. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS BRANCH.—President, Sir JAMES Matcotm. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. CLEMENTS, 123, Northgate Street, Bury St. Edmunds. 

BUXTON ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY.—Hon. Sec., Miss M. E. Jackson. 
Assist. Hon. Sec. Capt. Burxixy (Affiliated to Manchester Branch), 

CAMBRIDGE BRANCH.—President, Dr. G. F. C. SEARLE, D.Sc., F.R.S. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. C. FoisTer, B.A.. 49, Maids Causeway, Cambridge. 

CARDIFF AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Alderman Sypnery 
JENKINS. Hon. Sec., Miss Rose BEAvAN, 1. Balaclava Road, Cardiff. 

CHELTENHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Miss OcLEeBy 
Davies. Sec., Miss K. E. PHituipor, 14, Park Place, Cheltenham. 

CHISWICK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. E. M. Rosson, 21, Fairfax Road, 

CLAPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. A. WALTERS. M.A. 
Hon. Sec., Mr. W. REYNOoLDs, 105, Cazenove Road, Stoke Newington. 

COLWYN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, C. E. Howe, Esq. 
Hon. Secs., Mr. HEBER JOHNSON, The Grange, Colwyn Bay, and Mrs. 
F. Witson, Ravensworth, Colwyn Bay. 

CROYDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Secs., Mrs. ABEL, 85, Calton 
Avenue, Dulwich, S.E 21!,and Mr. W. E. Jay, 46, Greenside Road. Croydon. 

DARLINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. P. H. Wick- 
STEED, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALice Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 

DAWLISH, TEIGNMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Collectors, 
Miss Crisp, Mrs. RITCHIE. 

DEAL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lorp TENTERDEN. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Crook, 198, Beach Street, Deal. 

EALING AND ACTON BRANCH,—Hon. Sec., Miss F. M. Kipp, 95, The 
Grove, Ealing, W.5. 

EASTBOURNE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Sir HUMPHREY DE 
TRAFFORD, Bart. Hon. Sec., Miss L. M. Bear, 8, Mountney Road. 

EXETER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., (Vacant), 

FINCHLEY AND MUSWELL HILL BRANCH. — President, Dr. H. Snow. 
Hon. Sec., Miss Parker, ‘' Leigh,’? Woodberry Grove, N. Finchley, N.12. 

FOLKF STONE AND HYTHE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Drxon, 
1, Bouverie Court, Folkestone. 

GLOUCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, J. R. Pope. Esq., 
J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Pripay, Hucclecote Knoll, near Gloucester. 

GRIMSBY BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Roperic Br NNETT. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
LANGLEY, St. Andrie, Park Avenue, Grimsby. 

GUILDFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. Priestiey 
Priar, Hon. Sec., Mrs. Davipson, Ennismore Lodge, Guildford. 

HAMPSTEAD BRANCH.—President, The Rev. B. G. Bourcnier. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Dopwett KINGSFORD, 9, Eastholm, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, N.W.11; Assist. Hon. Sec., Mrs. RumBo tp. 

HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., Mrs. C. Tuomas, 
30, Wellington Square, Hastings. 

HERTFORD AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Mrs. KEITH MAcKENZIE. 
Hon. Sec.. Miss M. Hucks, 49, Bengeo Street. Benzeo. near Hertford. 

HORSHAM BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss ALEXANDER, Oharlwood House, 
Redford Road, Horsham. 

HOVE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The Lapy RotHERHAM. Hon. 
Secs., (correspondence), Mr. F. Sincer, 105, Lansdowne Place, Hove: 
Miss HARRINGTON. Cromwell Cottage, Southwick. 

HUDDERSFIELD BRANCH.—President, J. H. Hupson, Esq., M.P. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. FEARNSIDEs, 14, Edgerton Grove Road, Huddersfield. 

HULL BRANCH.—President, Commander KENwortHy, M.P. Hon. Sec., 
Miss BLtancHE Watson. 115, Beverley Road, Hull 

IPSWICH BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Lorp. Hon. Sec., Miss JAMgs, 
44, Ann Street, Ipswich. 

IRISH UNION FOR ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.—President, 
pe, MAD Wen: Hon. Sec., Mrs. Lynurn. Office, 104, Mid-Abbey Street, 
Dublin. 

LEAMINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, The CounTEss OF 
AYLESFORD. Hon. Sec., Miss F. Farpon, Greylands, Beauchamp Hill, 
Leamington Spa. 

LEEDS BRANCH.—President, A. MitcHEL.t, Esq, Hon: Secs., Mr. and 
Mrs. HoLmEs. Hesperides, New Laithes Road, Horsforth, Leeds, 

LEICESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lady ROLLESTON. 
Hon. Sec., Miss F. Manners, 4, Evington Drive, Leicester. 

LEIGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. Hitt, 18, Astley 
Street. Tyldesley, Lancs. 

LETCHWOR1H BRANCH.—President, Rev. W, ALEXANDER KERR. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. DeLF, Nutfield, Icknield Way, Letchworth. 

LEWES AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Mur1EL COUNTESS DE LA 
Warr Hon. Sec.(pro tem.), Mr. A. E. BEAumonr, 3, Priory Terrace, Lewes, 

LINCOLN BRANCH.—President, Rey. J. Lione, Tayter. Hon. Sec., Miss 
Crust, 22, Winn Street, ! incoln. 

LIVERPOOL AND DISTRICT BRANCH.--Hon. Sec., Mr 
95, Botanic Road. Edge Hill, Liverpool. 

MALVERN AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon, Sec., Miss R. OLpFIELD, 
Southcliffe, Hornyold Road, Malvern, 


. 59, Ann Street, 


. S, JOSCELYNE, 


x. 
~ 


MANCHESTER, SALFOR!) AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. 
G.H. Pinper, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Lucy Hewitt; Sec. Mr. A. MippLETon, 
Wellington Chambers, 2, Victoria Street, Manchester. STOCKPORT 
AuxiLiary.—-President, Mrs. E. A. Reip; Hon. Sec., Mr. J W. WARREN, 
27. Alldis Street. Great Moor. Stockport. 

MAYFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Hutu, Martin Lodge. Mayfield. 


MELBOURNE BRANCH (AUSTRALIA).—President, Bazit J. PARKINSON, 
Esq Hon. Sec., Miss H. MacDouGati, 60, Holmes Road, Moonee 
Ponds, Melbourne. 

MIDDLESBROUGH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Rev. W. H. 
LamBALLe. Hon. Sec. Mr. S. Brown, 53, Warwick Street, Middlesbrough. 

MID-SUSSEX BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). ae 

NEWCASTLE AND DISTRICT BRANCH.--President, The COUNTESS OF 
TANKERVILLE. Hon, Sec., Mr. L. H. C. RopENHURST, 225, Osborne 
Road, Newcastle-on-Tyne.j : 

NEW SOUTH WALES BRANCH.—President, Miss A. S. Burpetr, Hon. 
Sec., Miss Kk. A, Morrisey, Wai-an, Mosman Street, Mosman, Sydney. 
NORTHAMPTON BRANCH.—President, Rt. Hon. F. O. RosBerts, M.P. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. RosBerts, 61, Collingwood Road, Northampton. Assist. 

Hon. Sec., Miss CLARKE. " 

NORTH DEVON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss WricGut, Repton, Furze Hill 
Road, Ilfracombe. 

NORTHWICH BRANCH.—President, Rev. Nor: Nowe.n, Hon. Sec., 
Miss V. D. Armrrace, Hartford Manor, Northwich. 

NORWICH BRANCH.—President, Miss GRAcE SEWELL. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
NEVILLE, 27, Sewell Road, Norwich. 

NOTTINGHAM BRANCH.—President, The DuCHESS OF PORTLAND. Hon. 
Sec., Mr. J. FRASER Hewes, Cavelands. Chestnut Grove, Nottingham. 

OLDHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH. —Hon. Sec., Mrs. RopBerts, 100, 
Villa Road, Oldham, ‘ 

OXFORD BRANCH.— President, Mrs. ToyneBere. Hon 
Miss Cuiirrorp. 65, Abingdon Road. t 

PLYMOUTH BRANCH.—President, Miss SANDEMAN. Hon. Sec., Mrs. 
Excar, Melbury, Fernleigh Road, Plymouth. 

PORTSMOUTH AND ISLE OF WIGHT BRANCH.—President, The EARL 
or Mar. Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, Lytchett Villa, Ryde. Mest 
Wight; Miss E. Jones, Homeleigh, Freshwater Bay; Southsea. Mrs. 
PEARCE JIGGINS, 9, Culver Road, Selsey Avenue, Southsea. 

PRESTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. D. Warp, The Cottage, Cop Lane, 
Penwortham, Preston. 

RADLETT AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, G. Copr, Esq. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Devas. Clifton, Loom Lane, Radlett. 

READING AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. Ricwarpbs. Oakleigh, 
Earley, Near Reading. 

RICHMOND, SURBITON & DISTRICT BRANCH.—Pres., Lapy KatHLEEN 
BusHE. Hon. Sec., Mr. F. H. Bovity, 44, Mount Ararat Road, Richmond. 


*Corresp. Sec., 


’ SALISBURY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss A. M. BEER, 83, North Street, 


Wilton, near Salisbury. 

SCOTTISH ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY (affiliated).—President. J. M. 
CROSTHWAITE, Esq. Offices, 207, West George Street, Glasgow, C.2. 
SHEFFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss Puituips, 8, Mylnhurst Road, 

Ecclesall, Sheffield. 


SHROPSHIRE BRANCH.—President, Ald. T. Pace, J.P. Hon. Sec., — 
Mrs, MattrHews, Silver Burn, Underdale Road, Shrewsbury. Assist. 
Hon. Sec., Mrs. HARMSWORTH. 

SKEGNESS AND SPILSBY BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. WINTER. 

SOUTHAMPTON BRANCH.—Hon. Sec. (Vacant). 

SOUTHERN FEDERATION.—Hon. Sec., Mr. Maurice Toms, 

SOUTH LONDON BRANCH.—Hon.Sec., Mr. A. BELL, 35, Rosedene Avenue, 
Streatham, S.W. 

SOUTHPORT BRANCH.—President, W. H. Wesrs, Esg. Hon. Sec., Miss 
G.Lapys Roeinson, 4, Trafalgar Road, Birkdale. & 

TONBRIDGE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mrs. A. SmitH, Meadowbrook 
Hildenborough, Kent. : 

TORQUAY AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Capt. A. BRINE. Hon. 
Sec., Miss A. R. Cooper, Tichfield, Marldon Hill, Paignton; Assist. Hon, 
Sec.. Mrs. Tytor, 5, Old Mill Road, Chelston, Torquay, f 

TUNBRIDGE WELLS BRANCH.—President, Mrs. MacCaustanp. Hon. 
Sec., Miss BARNETT, M B.E., 7, Church Road, Tunbridge Wells. (Aux- 
iliary Branches at Mayfield, Groombridge, Langton, Lamberhurst, 
Pembury and Crowborough.) 

UCKFIELD BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. H. G. WHIFFEN. 


ULSTER BRANCH.—President, Rev. R. W. SEAVER, B.D. Hon. Sec., 
Mrs. Jack, Antrim View, Kinnegar, Holywood, Belfast. 

UNITARIAN SOCIETY FOR THE ABOLITION OF VIVISECTION.— 
President, Rev. P. H. WicksTEEpD, M.A., D.Litt. Hon. Sec., Miss ALice 
Lucas, Fieldhead, Darlington. 


WARRINGTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Dr. JosepH. Hon. 
Sec. (pro tem.), Mr. MippDLETON, c/o Miss W. Jones, 7, Arpley Street. 

WEST AUSTRALIAN BRANCH.—President, F. W. R. Hooker, Esq. Hon,, 
Sec., Miss D. KEtLy, 192, St. George’s Terrace, Perth, W. Australia. 

WESTCLIFF, SOUTHEND AND LEIGH BRANCH.—Hon. Sec,, Mrs. 
Pearson, Clovelly, Fermoy Road, Thorpe Bay. 

WESTON-SUPER-MARE BRANCH.—President, Miss Rocers. Hon. Sec., 
(pro ten:.), Mr. COMER, 12, Stafford Road, Weston-super-Mare. 

WILBERFORCE BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mr. GEorGE KniGut, ‘Heathfield,’ 
71. Argyle Street, Hull, Assist. Hon, Sec., Mrs. Emity KniGurt. 

WILLESDEN AND CRICKLEWOOD BRANCH.—President,~ Ald. J. 
McKenzik, J.P. Hon. Sec., Miss Spencer, 59, Bathurst Gardens, N.W.10. 

WIMBLEDON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Lapy TENTERDEN. 
Hon. Sec., (Vacant). ; 

WINCHESTER BRANCH.—President, E. H. BLAKENEY, Esq., M.A. Hon. 
Sec., Miss Costa, 44, Portland Terrace, Tower Street, Winchester. . 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Mes. 
Kipson, 212, Bushbury Road, Fallings Park, Wolverhampton. 

WORCESTER AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—Hon. Corresp. Sec,, Miss E. 
Haywoop, Fair View, Tunnel Hill, Worcester. 

WORTHING BRANCH.—President, Rev. ARTHUR INGLEBY. M.A. Hon. 
Sec., Mrs. HartTunG, 18, East Court Road, Worthing ; Assist. Hon. Sec., 
Miss MABEL HAWKINS. 

WREXHAM AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, Mrs. Hutton. 

YARMOUTH AND DISTRICT BRANCH.—President, H. W. Case, Esq., 
I,.P. Hon, Sec.. Mrs. Sinciair, 13, Marine Parade, Great Yarmouth. 
Assistant Hon. Sec., Miss Last. 

YORK BRANCH.—Hon. Sec., Miss, P. M. Hopckinson, Higham, Stockton > 
Lane, Heworth, York. 


Printed by DeEveRELL, Gipson & Hoare, Ltd., Bread Street Hill, London, E.C. 4.—December 1, 1925. 
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